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PREFACE. 


THE  vaft  body  of  evidence  now  before  the  Public 
of  the  occurrence  of  the  Small-pox  after  Cow- 
pox,  and  of  the  mifchievous,  and  even  fatal  confe- 
quences  which  have  followed  Vaccination,  might 
feem  to  render  all  farther  remarks  unneceffary : — • 
but,  as  the  Jeiinerian  Society  ftill  exifls,  and  the 
friends  of  Vaccination  continue  to  purfue  the  fame 
courfe,  and  with  nearly  the  fame  ardent  zeal,  which 
diftinguifhed  them  in  the  earlier  ftages  of  the 
bufmefs,  notwithftanding  the  evil  tendency  and 

confequences  which  have  been  fo  abundantly 

/  \ 

manifefted ; — I  have  thought  that  it  might  be  not 

\ 

altogether  ufelefs  to  expofe  the  fallacy  of  the  doc¬ 
trines  delivered  by  the  principal  writers  in  favour 
of  Vaccination,  in  fuch  a  manner  as  to  leave  thofe 
Pra£titioners  who  may  hereafter  perlift  in  fo  dan¬ 
gerous  and  ineffectual  a  practice  totally  without 
excufe  ;  at  leaft  until  an  entirely  new  theory  can 

be  fubfiituted  in  the  place  of  that  which  has  been 

\ 

thus  confuted. 
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The  principal  publications  which  are  noticed 
in  the  following  pages  are  thofe  of  Dr.  Jenner ; 
Mr.  Henry  Jenner  ;  the  late  Dr.  Woodville  ;  Dr. 
Thornton ;  Dr.  Lettfom,  and  Dr.  Adams.  I  hope 
that  nothing  illiberal  or  perfonal  has  escaped  my 
pen  : — its  freedom  isjuftified  by  the  fubjedt,  which 
involves  the  common  interefts  of  the  whole  human 
race  ;  and,  although  it  was  not  my  intention  to 
write  farcaftically,  the  reafoning  and  remarks  which 
I  have  had  occalionally  to  combat,  have,  I  mull 
confefs,  fometimes  almoft  irrefiftibly  excited  ridi¬ 
cule  ;  fo  that,  as  Juvenal  faid,  “  difficile  eft  fatiram 
u  non  fcribere.” 

i 

I  have  no  defire  to  provoke  further  contro- 
verfy  ;  and  certainly  ffiall  not  condefcend  to  reply 
to  an  anonymods  opponent :  but  if  any  or  either 
of  the  parties  concerned  fhould  feel  difpofed  to 
defend  their  former  obfervations,  or  to  animad- 

t  7 

vert  on  mine,  I  fhall  not  fhrink  from  an  impartial 
inveftigation  of  the  arguments  which  they  may 
advance ;  nor  will  I  attribute  to  myfelf  fo  much 
fluggifhnefs  of  invention,  or  barrennefs  of  intel- 
led,  as  entirely  to  difqualify  me  for  doing  juftice 


•  •  • 
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to  the  importance  of  the  undertaking :  but  it  fhali 
be  my  endeavour  to  anfwer  them  with  candour ; 
and  to  treat  them  feverally,  according  to  their  own 
fenfe  of  good  breeding. 

Befides  the  refpedable  Practitioners  whofe  pub¬ 
lications  are  noticed  and  examined  in  thefe  pages, 
there  are  others  who  ha vefgnalized  themfelves  on 
the  fubjed  of  Cow-pox*,  but  it  not  having  been 
my  fortune  to  difcover  either  much  originality  or 
much  importance  in  their  remarks,  I  have  abftain- 
ed  from  any  animadverfions  on  them,  not  out  of 
difrefped  to  the  individuals  concerned,  but  be- 
caufe,  in  fubduing  the  arguments  of  the  learned 
perfons  whofe  performances  are  particularized  in 
the  following  Dilfertation,  I  prefume  it  will  be 
feen  that  the  foundation  of  all  the  reafoning  by 
which  others  have  attempted  to  fupport  and  de¬ 
fend  the  dodrines  of  Vaccination  is  alfo  com¬ 
pletely  deftroyed.  I  am  more  folicitous  about 
truth  than  the  reputation  of  any  writer,  or  the 
glory  of  any  name  :  I  hope,  therefore,  it  will  not 
be  expeded  that  ceremony  fhould  difarm  cnticifm  , 
in  me  5  or  that  refped  for  fplendiu  talems,  01 


diftinguifhed  ingenuity,  can  reftrain  defervcd  cen- 

V 

fure,  when  I  know  and  feel  that  by  a  juft  appli¬ 
cation  of  it  not  only  the  interefts  of  fcience  may 
be  promoted,  but  the  divine  work  of  preferving 
life  and  health:  for  u  Homines  ad  Deos  nulla  re 
“  proprius  accedunt,  quam  falutem  Hominibus 
“  dando/5 


Frith-ftreet,  Dec.  4, 

1805.  5 


G.  L. 


) 


A 

DISSERTATION, 

fyc.  <§'C. 


At  the  commencement  of  the  practice  of  Vac¬ 
cination,  it  was  truly  faid  *  that  the  Cow-pox  was 

a  fubjeCt  not  to  be  foon  exhaufted.  It  may  how- 

*  ■  '  * 

ever  be  doubted,  whether  the  confideration  of  it 
has  not  been  extended  even  beyond  the  limits 
which  either  its  moft  zealous  advocates,  or  its  moft 
determined  oppofers,  had  originally  in  their  con¬ 
templation.  The  former  flattered  themfelves,  that 
their  fanguine  hopes  would  be  immediately  rea¬ 
lized  ;  and  the  latter,  that  a  fair  ftatement  of  rea- 
fonable  objections  was  all  that  could  be  requifite 
to  fubvert  the  hypothefes  of  their  antagonifts.  Both 
parties  were  dilappointed  :  the  hopes  of  the  one 
were  baffled  by  a  vaft  variety  of  adverfe  events, 

which  increafed  the  fcepticifm  of  the  doubtful ; 

\ 

*  Dr.  Pearfon’s  “  Statement”  &c. 
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and  of  the  other,  by  the  influence  of  a  fort  of 
mental  infatuation,  which  feemed  to  paralyfe  the 
faculties  of  thofe  who  might  have  been  expefted 
to  invefligate  fo  important  a  fubjeft  with  deep  and 
ferious  attention.  In  the  early  ftages  of  the  con- 
troverfy  to  which  Vaccination  gave  rife,  there  were 
occafionally  brought  forward  many  new  argu¬ 
ments,  which  feem  not  to  have  been  thought  of 
at  the  time  of  its  original  promulgation  ;  and 
thefe  arguments  inceffantly  provoked  frefh  oppo- 
i  fition,  until  the  debates  and  difcuflions  on  both 
Tides  have  been  extended  to  an  immeafurable 
length ;  and,  like  radii  diverging  from  a  common 
centre,  when  broken  in  their  courfe,  have  eroded 
each  other  in  every  poffible  angle  of  obliquity. 
Thus  a  wide  field  has  been  opened  alike  to  the 
friend  of  fcience  and  the  lover  of  controverfy : 
and  whatever  may  be  the  fate  of  the  original  quef- 
tion,  feme  good* may  be  naturally  expefled  from 
the  various  literary  efforts  which  it  has  called 
forth  ;  for  fo  much  collifion  mull:  elicit  at  leaft  a 
few  fparks  of  celeftial  fire  :  and,  although  it  h 
not  every  writer  on  this  fafhionable  and  hackneyed 
fubject,  who  can  juitly  claim  a  large  portion  of 
applaufe,  there  are  few  but  may  be  faid,  either 
dire&dy  or  indirectly,  to  have  contributed  to  the 
fervice  of  the  public,  if  not  by  controverting  error 
themfelves,  by  provoking  oppofition  to  it  in 
others. 
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In  a  former  publication  it  was  my  endeavour 
(and  I  hope  not  altogether  without  fuccefs)  to  ex- 
prefs  myfelf  in  a  familiar  and  popular  manner,  in 
order  that  the  comparative  merit  of  Variolous  and 
Vaccine  Inoculation  might  be  rendered  perfectly 
intelligible  to  thofe  who  are  unconnected  with  the 
medical  profeffion  ;  many  of  whom  have  been 
feduced  into  a  miftaken  confidence  in  the  fafety 
and  fecurity  of  the  Jennerian  practice,  by  artful 
fophiftry,  difguifed  under  the  veil  of  candour. 

I  fhall  purfue  the  fame  method  in  the  follow- 
ing  pages ;  but,  although  I  think  it  my  duty  to 
expofe  the  fallacy  of  the  principal  arguments 
which  have  been  adduced  by  the  friends  and  pro¬ 
moters  of  Vaccination,  to  confute  unjuftifiable 
opinions,  and  to  lubdue  the  inconclufive  reafonr 
ing,  which  has  been  incautioufly  allowed  to  in¬ 
fluence  the  minds  of  many  well-meaning  perfons  : 
I  defire  that  I  may  be  rightly  underftood,  as  not 
intending  any  perfonal  difrelpedt  to  thofe  on  whofe 
opinions,  arguments,  and  reafoning,  I  am  induced 
to  animadvert. 

There  is  not  a  pra&itioner  in  England  who 
bears  a  more  becoming  refpedt  for  fuperior  genius 
and  learning  than  myfelf ;  nor  one  who  entertains 
more  candid  and  liberal  fentiments  towards  his 

*  Inoculation  for  the  Small-pox  vindicated  :  and  its  fuperior 
Efficacy  and  Safety  to  the  Practice  of  Vaccination  clearly  prov¬ 
ed.  8vo.  Q.  Robinfon,  1805. 
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profeffional  brethren :  but  the  great  interefts  of 
fcience  are  involved  in  this  controverfy ;  and 
filence  and  acquiefcence,  feeling  as  I  do,  would, 
in  my  mind,  be  criminal. 

Vaccination  was  ufhered  in  with,  and  has  been 
fupported  by,  doCtrines  which  ought  to  be  fairly 
examined  :  and  among  the  ever-varying  and  often 
contradictory  arguments  w^hich  have  accompanied 
the  inveftigation  of  it,  much  fophiftical  reafon- 
ing,  and  much  hypothetical  fubtilty,  have  been  in¬ 
troduced,  which  have  a  manifeft  tendency  to  en¬ 
courage  a  falfe  and  injurious  mode  of  conducting 
phyfical  difcuffions ;  and  on  that  account,  as  well 
as  the  particular  impropriety  of  their  application 
in  the  prefent  inftance,  demand  a  feparate  and 
diftinCt  confutation. 

The  rank  and  ftation  of  thofe  who  have  pro- 
mulgated  falfe  doCtrines  refpeCting  the  Cow  pox, 
or  any  other  topic  connected  with  the  fcience  of 
medicine,  ougiit  not  to  fhield  them  from  public 
cenfure,  much  lefs  from  fair  and  liberal  criticifm  : 
for  there  is  no  unbecoming  prefumption  in  op- 
pofmg  the  opinions  of  diftinguifhed  perfons,  nor 
fhould  any  cafual  advantages  of  fuperior  wealth 
or  authority  dare  to  bid  defiance  to  rational  in¬ 
veftigation.  So  long  as  ftudy,  culture,  and  learn¬ 
ing,  (hall  not  always  be  the  infeparable  companions 
of  greatnefsj  fo  long  as  induftry,  perfeverance, 
and  reflection,  fhall  be  able,  fometimes  to  eftablifh 
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fit  and  juft  laws  of  ratiocination;  fo  long  as  free¬ 
will  be  given  to  man,  and  he  remain  unenflaved 
by  the  yoke  of  fervile  attachment  to  thofe  who, 
by  nature,  are  not  more  capable,  and  by  education 
are  not  rendered  wifer,  than  himfelf ;  he  will 
difdain  the  manacles  which  prejudice  may  forge, 
and  the  fetters  which  arrogance  may  often  hold  up, 
to  fcare  and  aftound  the  unaffuraing  modefty  of 
real  merit. 

There  are  perfons  who  become  bigots  to  an¬ 
cient  fraud,  who  receive  and  cherifh  the  dictates 
of  the  great  with  facred  reverence  and  awful  fub- 
miffion  ;  indifferently  whether  they  are  repugnant 
to  reafon,  or  fupported  by  truth.  Thefe  are  flaves 
in  the  labyrinth  of  error,  often  the  objects  of 
fcorn,  fometimes  of  pity,  but  never  of  imitation. 
It  is  not  to  fuch  men  that  we  are  indebted  for  the 
arts  which  improve  and  harmonife  the  world  ;  for 
thofe  rare  difcoveries  in  fcience  which  adorn  and 
dignify  our  common  nature ;  for  thofe  happy  re¬ 
finements  of  civilization  ;  for  thofe  blemngs  of 
culture,  of  education,  and  of  learning,  which  ad¬ 
vance  us  in  the  fcale  of  intellectual  exigence.  But 
while  we  refufe  a  blind  affent  to  the  dogmas  of 
authority,  it  would  ill  become  the  liberal  and  the 
ingenuous  to  withhold  their  fanCtion  and  applauic 
from  the  meritorious  and  fcientific  exertions  of  in- 
duftrious  fagacity.  We  muft  admit  arguments, 
and  honour  truth  for  their  own  fakes ;  and  not 

4 

becaufe  of  the  fources  from  which  they  fpring. 
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In  the  following  pages  the  reader  will  be  pre- 
fented  with  abundant  proof  of  genius  perverted, 
and  talents  misapplied.  He  may  be  tempted  to 
fmile  at  the  ridiculous  mifapplication  of  terms,  and 
the  puerile  inconfiftencies  which  have  diftinguifhed 
fome  of  the  writers  on  the  fubjeCt  of  Vaccination ; 
but  he  will  feel  unfeigned  forrow  at  the  melan¬ 
choly  confequences  which  have  refulted  from  fuch 
perverfion  of  intellect,  fuch  ineffable  obftinacy, 
and  fuch  unblufhing  effrontery,  as  he  will  be  com¬ 
pelled  to  witnefs  in  the  progrefs  of  this  inquiry. 

When  genius  and  fancy  efcape  from  the  cool 
guidance  and  prudent  controul  of  found  judge¬ 
ment,  they  are  too  apt  to  ruih  into  the  inextri¬ 
cable  mazes  of  error  and  abfurdity. 

When  Dr.  Jenner  introduced  to  the  public,  in 
1798,  his  firft  remarks  on  the  Cow-pox,  fome  ob¬ 
jections  were  made  to  his  account  of  that  difeafe, 
in  coniequence  of  the  obkurity  in  which  its  origin 
feemed  to  be  involved  3  and  the  more  confiderate 
2nd  prudent  among  practitioners  thought  it  ab- 
folutely  neceffary  to  afcertain  the  nature  of  the 
Cow  pox  matter,  before  ithey  prefumed  to  coun¬ 
tenance,  a  practice  by  which  virus  was  to  be  in¬ 
troduced  into  the  human  fpecies,  evidently  de¬ 
rived  from  an  animal  peculiarly  liable  to  a  variety 
of  cutaneous  and  infedtious  difeafes. 

The  account  which  Dr.  Jenner  collected  during 
his  refidence  in  Gloucefterfhire,  from  perfons  who 
had  been  accuffomed  to  notice  the  difeafe,  was, 


that  it  originated  in  the  matter  difcharged  from  the 
heels  of  horfes  difeafed  with  greafe  :  and,  as  the 
affedlion  of  the  cows  which  was  fo  frequently  com¬ 
municated  to  the  hands  of  thole  who  milked  them^ 
could  almoft  always  be  traced  up  to  that  polluted 
source  ;  there  feemed  to  be  no  reafon  for  doubting 
the  truth  or  the  accuracy  of  this  account. 

What  might  be  the  impreffion  made  on  the 
minds  of  thofe  who  foon  adopted  the  practice  of 
Vaccination  with  unexampled  alacrity,  is  not  for 
me  to  fay;  but  the  origin  of  the  Cow-pox  afforded 
to  me  fome  objection  to  its  being  communicated  to 
the  human  race.  To  fay  the  leaf:  which  can  be 
faid  of  its  filthy  and  difgufting  appearance,  of  its 
origin,  fymptoms,  and  confequences ;  of  its  being 
the  refult  of  great  fyflematic  irregularity,  and  of  a 
complete  depuration  or  corruption  of  the  ani¬ 
mal  fluids  ;  the  circumftance  of  its  being  viru¬ 
lently  contagious,  not  only  among  that  fpecies  of 
animals  in  which  it  primarily  appears,  but  of  its 
being  liable  to  infect  other  fpecies*  alfo,  which 

*  “  It  would  appear  that  the  infection  which  produces  fever 
u  in  one  fpecies  of  animal,  is  not  capable  of  producing  fever  in 
“  another  fpecies  :  for  it  happened  that  when  one  fide  of  a  {hip 
“  contained  fheep,  the  other  hogs,  that  if  a  fever  broke  out 
“  among  the  fheep,  the  hogs  were  not  affe£ted  ;  that  when 
“  fever  broke  out  among  the  hogs,  the  fheep  were  not  afFedted' ; 

“  nor  were  the  crews  at  all  affedted.”  Dr.  G.  Fordyce  on  Sim¬ 
ple  Fever,  p.  113,  Dis.  the  Firft. 
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eftablifhed  the  moft  perfect  conviction  of  the  ut- 
moft  poffible  degree  of  malignity,  induced  me,  at 
firft,  to  doubt  the  fafety  of  the  practice  of  inoculat¬ 
ing  fuch  virus  into  the  human  fpecies.  Another 
confideration  had  alfo  its  influence ; — but,  as  ex¬ 
perience  has  fmce  convinced  myfelf  and  others, 
not  more  than  its  due  influence  ; — I  mean,  that 
both  the  cow  and  the  horfe  being  liable  to  very- 
frequent  cutaneous  affeCtions,  it  was  more  than 

4 

probable  that  fome  of  thofe  affeCtions  might  be 
inferted  at  the  fame  time  with  the  Cow-pox  virus. 
The  admirers  of  the  difcovery  did  not  deny  that  it 
fometimes  happened  to  perfons  who  had  been  in¬ 
oculated  for  the  Small-pox,  to  receive  at  the  fame 
time  the  feeds  of  fcrophula  :  on  the  contrary,  in¬ 
deed,  this  very  circumftance  was  brought  forward 
as  a  powerful  objection  to  Inoculation  itfelf,  in 
which  practitioners  had,  at  all  events,  the  immenfe 
advantage  of  long  experience,  and  an  opportunity 
of  exerciling  their  judgement,  in  feleCting  perfons 
free  from  difeafe  for  the  choice  of  matter. 

But  the  Cow  pox,  neceffarily  connected  with  a 
morbid  ftate  of  the  fluids,  and  avowedly  derived 
from  “  the  moft  polluted  fource  could  not  be 
fubjeCted  to  the  judgement  of  the  faculty,  unlefs 
that  judgement  were  exerted  to  reject  it  al¬ 
together. 

*  Inoculation  for  the  Small-pox  vindicated,  &c.  p.  25. 
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Pra&itloners  knew  the  various  fymptoms  and 
confequences  of  the  Small-pox  ;  and  even  in  the 
infancy,  not  indeed  of  medicine,  but  of  rational 
practice,  were  fatisfied  that  the  artificial  intro¬ 
duction  of  a  difeafe,  could  only  modify  but  not 
effentially  alter  its  nature  and  principles.  Expe¬ 
rience  had  made  them  acquainted  with  the  his¬ 
tory  of  the  Small-pox  as  it  occurred  naturally ; 
and  common  fenfe  clearly  pointed  out  the  im- 
poffibility  of  the  original  and  primitive  quality 
and  e  Hence  of  the  difeafe  being  changed,  by  any 
artificial  mode  of  communicating  its  infection 
from  one  perfon  to  another. 

But  in  Cow-pox  the  cafe  was  widely  different  ; 
..its  fymptoms  indeed  were  known,  but  its  con¬ 
fequences  could  have  been  but  feldom  noticed. 
The.circumftancefo  much  infilled  on,  as  a  founda¬ 
tion  for  one  of  the  arguments  in  its  favour — that 
it  appeared  in  the  moll  rebuff  *  and  healthy  of 
the  human  fpecies,  afforded  no  juft  grounds  for 
determining  what  might  be  the  conlequence  of 
general  or  promifeuous  Vaccination.  It  feemed 
reafonable  to  infer,  that  if  any  ill  effeCls  had 
been  produced  in  fuch  conftitutions,  they,  in  all 
probability,  would  appear  with  greater  violence 
among  perfons  who  could  not  boaft  of  fuch 
purity  of  blood,  or  whofe  habits  of  life  were  lefa 

*  Mr.  Henry  Jennsr’s  **  Addrefs.” 
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regular.  Variolous  Inoculation,  by  affe£ting  the 
fyftem  generally,  produced  a  modification  of 
the  fpecific  contagion  of  Small-pox.  Vaccination 
muft,  in  like  manner,  produce  a  modification  of 
the  original  morbid  afte&ion  called  Cow-pox. 

If,  with  the  former,  other  extraneous  difeafes 
might  be  conveyed  into  the  perfon  inoculated, 
by  parity  of  reafoning,  fimilar  effects  might  be  ap¬ 
prehended  from  the  latter.  It  was  ftated  that  a  no 
“  peculiar  difeafes  had  been  noticed  in  thofe  who 
<c  had  undergone  the  Cow-pox  This  might 
encourage  an  experiment,  but  it  was  by  no  means 
fufficient  to  juftify  a  conclulion. 

Many  peculiar  difeafes  have  arifen  and  have 
at  length  been  noticed,  as  the  evident  and  indu¬ 
bitable  refult  of  the  Cow-pox  infection. 

It  was  ftated  that  one  fingle  puftule  X  was  the 
only  fymptom  §  of  this  new  difeafe  ;  and  that  this 
puftule  having  gone  through  the  feveral  ftages  of 
inflammation  ||,  maturation,  and  exficcation,  unac¬ 
companied  by  any  important  conftitutional  aftec- 
tion  capable  of  difarranging  the  healthy  func- 

*  Dr.  Jenner’s  Account,  &c. 

f  See  the  lift  of  melancholy  cafes  in  the  publications  of  Dr. 
Mofeley,  Dr.  Squirrel],  and  particularly  Dr.  Rowley. 

f  Dr.  Jenner,  Mr.  Henry  Jenner,  See.  See. 

$  The  true  fignification  of  the  word  fymptom  i s  un  doubted! y 
an  appearance. 

j|  Dr.  Jenner. 
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lions  of  the  body,  was  fufficient  to  fecure  the  per- 
fon  in  whom  it  had  been  produced,  from  the  fu¬ 
ture  influence  of  variolous  contagion.  The  im¬ 
probability  of  the  doCtrine  made  me  a  fceptic. 

I  could  not  bring  my  mind  to  conceive  that  a 
mere  pimple  on  the  arm  *  could  prevent  the  oc¬ 
currence  of  a  difeafe  which  pervades  even  the  mi¬ 
nuted:  recedes  of  the  body  :  and  all  the  reafoning 
which  my  humble  faculties  qualified  me  to  apply 
to  the  fubjeCt,  only  inereafed  the  difficulty  of  re¬ 
conciling  fuch  an  hypothefis  to  the  ordinary  and 
ufual  operations  of  nature,  in  the  production  and 
the  cure  of  difeafes ;  and  prepared  me  to  expeCt 
that  this  ftatement  would  he  contradicted  by  future 
experience  ;  and  to  anticipate  the  difappointment 
of  thofe  who  inconfiderately  and  creduloufly  be¬ 
lieved  it. 

It  feemed  as  ridiculous  to  fiippofe  that  this  fo- 
litary  puftule  could  bring  about  fuch  a  change  in 
the  conftitution  as  fhould  create  infufceptibility  of 
variolous  contagion,  without  the  occurrence  of 
any  perceptible  fymptom,  as  is  the  ftory  of  Don 
Quixotte’s  not  knowing  whether  the  relation  which 
he  had  made  to  Sancho  of  his  adventures  in  Mon- 
tefino’s  cave,  was  true  or  faife . 

Thus  doubting  the  fafety  and  efficacy  of  Vac* 
cination,  I  took  the  liberty  of  writing  an  admo- 

*  See  the  Remarks  of  that  experienced  phyfician  Dr.Mofeley, 
in  his  Treatife  on  Lues  Bovilla,  p.  1 1 1,  1 12, 
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nitory  letter  to  the  Editor  of  one  of  the  public  p6* 
riodical  works,  to  fuggell  great  caution  and  deli¬ 
beration  in  adopting  experiments  which  I  then 

feared,  and  have  fince  known ,  to  be  fraught  with 

»  •  ? 

uncertainty  and  danger  ;  but  whether  the  learned 
tondudtors  of  the  Review  prefumed  that  due 

.  S  • 

caution  would  be  obferved  without  any  hints,  or 
whether  they  fuppo'ed  that  the  flavour  of  the 
difh*”  would  be  unpleafant  to  the  tafte,  or  was  un¬ 
worthy  of  public  attention,  I  have  never  been  able 
to  learn;  nor  to  obtain  any  acknowledgment  of  the 
reafons  which  occafioned  that  communication  to 
be  fupprefled. 

It  is  certain,  that  other  complaints  of  a  fimilarf 
kind  have  been  made  ;  but  I  would  rather  attribute 
my  own  difappointment  to  motives  of  tendernefs 
and  companion,  than  to  any  illiberal  prejudice  on 
the  part  of  men  fo  diftinguifhed  by  their  literary 
and  profeffionar  abilities.  They  perhaps  did  not 
know  that  the  ardour  which  I  feel  when  engaged 
in  the  purfuit  or  the  defence  of  truth,  would  have 

-  i  .<  - 

*  Medical  and  Phyftca)  Journal,  in  a  very  good-humoured 
critique  on  the  Author’s  hrft  Edition  of  “  Obfervations  on 
44  Afthrna.” 

f  Rogers’s  Examination  of  Evidence  relative  to  Cow-pox, 
p,  37,  in  a  letter  from  John  Birch,  Efq.  Surgeon  Extraordinary 

his  Royal  Highneis  the  Prince  of  Wales,  and  Surgeon  to  St. 
Thomas’s  Hofpitah  A  gentleman  of  acknowledged  profeflional 
(abilities  $  of  great  experience :  and  a  confident  oppofey  of  Vac* 
dilution  from  the  time  of  its  being  hrd  fuggeded* 
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enabled  me  to  fuftain  all  the  feverity  and  even  the 
abufe  which  has  been  fometimes  fo  unbecomingly 
diredied  againft  thcfe  who  venture  to  oppofe  in¬ 
novation.  However,  although  I  can  not  appeal  to 
the  learned ,  in  order  to  prove  that  my  oppofition 
to  Vaccination  has  been  at  leaft  cOtififtent,  I 
could,  if  neceflary,  appeal  to  the  great,  whofe 
fuffrages  have  been  perhaps  more  courted  than  even 
the  countenance  of  men  of  fcience  in  the  intro* 
dudtion  of  the  Jennerian  practice  :  for,  in  the 
early  ftage  *  of  the  bufinefs,  having  been  applied 
to  by  a  circular  letter  to  endgavour  to  promote 
Vaccination  by  my  “  influence  ampng  the  poor  j~,’9 
I  readily  embraced  fo  proper  ^^opportunity  of 
giving  publicity  to  the  doubts  which  I  entertained 
on  the  fubject ;  and  declined,  in  the  mod  refpect* 
ful  terms  of  regard  for  the  interefts  of  every  be¬ 
nevolent  inftitution,  to  encourage  a  practice  which 
neither  reafon  nor  experience  juftified  me  in  re¬ 
commending  to  thofe  who  confided  themfelves  to 
my  profeflional  care.  The  public,  therefore,  while 

*  1  mention  this  circUmflance  to  corroborate  the  fa£t,  that . 
Vaccination  was  not  uniformly  approved  even  in  thofe  parts  of 
the  country  in  which  it  was  induftrioufly  reported  to  be  encou¬ 
raged  by  all  medical  pra&itioners. 

f  A  printed  Addrefs,  containing  a  very  erroneous  ftatemeni 
of  the  number  of  deaths  from  Inoculation,  fan£tioned  by  the 
names  qf  a  phyfrcian  and  feveral  furgeons  and  apothecaries,  and 
figned  by  M.  Boulton,  ]Efq.  as  President  of  the  Birmingham 
Difpenfary, 
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they  appreciate  the  force  of  my  remarks,  will  do 
me  the  juftice  to  admit,  that  I  have  neither  been 
intimidated  by  the  danger  of  a  conteft  with  very 
unequal  numbers,  nor  recently  converted  by  hopes 
of  fame  or  of  advantage  to  that  fide  of  the  quef- 
tion  on  which  I  have  the  fatisfaction  of  obferving 
many  eminent  and  diftinguiihed  practitioners ;  and 
to  which  every  day  is  now  bringing  an  acceffion 
of  numbers  and  of  ftrength* 

The  arguments  adduced  in  favour  of  Vaccina¬ 
tion  ,  were  not  very  likely  to  diminilh  the  fcepticifm 
which  I  have  acknowledged . 

The  doubts  f&ggefted  by  fome  refpecting  the 
origin  of  the  C0W-pox>  were  the  refult  of  unfuc- 
cefsful  experiments  *  to  produce  that  difeafe  in 
the  human  fubject  directly  from  the  greafy  heel 
of  the  horfe  :  but  no  one  who  has  been  much  en¬ 
gaged  in  phyfiological  ftudies,  or  in  the  practice  of 
medicine,  wilf  be  furprifed  that  many  of  thefe  ex¬ 
periments  were  rendered  inconclufive  by  the  man¬ 
ner  in  which  they  were  conducted. 

Some  perfons  -f*  there  were,  who  did  produce  a 
difeafe  fimilar  to  the  Cow-pox  by  matter  taken 
from  the  greafy  heels  of  horfes  ;  and  thus  the 
affertion  of  Dr.  Jenner,  which  had  been  founded 

'*■  Dr.  Woodville’s  Experiments. 

f  Mr.  Rankin,  of  Eaft-Bourn ;  Dr.Loyand  Mr.Loy  of  Pick¬ 
ering  in  Y orkfhire  \  Drs.  Pearfon  and  Woodville  \ — as  men¬ 
tioned  in  their  “  Statement  of  Ea£ts  relative  to  Cow  pox.” 
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on  the  concurrent  *  teflimony  of  farmers  and 
others,  was  corroborated. 

As  to  the  vifions  of  thofe  who  rambled  into  the 
wilds  of  poffibility  in  fearch  of  caufes,  and  in  the  vain 
hopes  of  difcovering  a  purer  fource  for  a  new  and 
favourite  difeafe,  they  were  too  contemptible  f  to 
have  been  fuffered  for  a  moment  to  engage  the 
ferious  attention  of  the  faculty ;  and  it  is  really 
wonderful,  with  how  great  and  unufual  a  degree 
of  patience  the  public  have  fubmitted  to  drudge 
through  that  vaft  aflemblage  of  crude  and  indi- 
gefted  theories  which  has  been  prefented  to  them. 

One  of  the  firft  difficulties  which  occuiTed  in 
profecuting  the  experiment  of  Vaccination  was, 
that  an  eruption  took  place .  This,  confidering  the 
nature  of  the  difeafe  as  it  arofe  in  the  Cow  in 
confequence  of  becoming  infected,  might  reafon- 

*  Dr.  Jenner’s  Treatife,  Zee. 

f  It  may  be  thought  beneath  the  dignity  of  the  faculty  to 
apply  any  reafoning  to  the  pathology  of  a  difeafe'which  belongs 
more  properly  to  the  province  of  Veterinarians,  than  to  that 
of  Phyficians  or  Surgeons  :  but  it  muft  not  be  forgotten  that 
Boerhaave  obtained  the  title  of  Great  by  his  varied  and  extenfive 
knowledge  of  the  fciences,  rather  than  by  his  excellency  as  a 
phyfician.  Every  circumftanee  in  the  whole  circle  of  the  arts 
deferves  the  attention  of  philofophers ;  and  while  we  find  fo 
many  of  the  faculty  eager  to  affimilate  the  difeafes  of  brutes 
with  the  human  conftitution,  our  regard  for  the  interefls  of 
fuffenng  humanity  fhould  prompt  us  to  drop  all  punailio,  and 
fairly  to  root  out  prejudices,  and  correa  error  by  bold  and  candid 
inveftigation,  even  although  it  be  not  ftriaiy  conformable  to  the 
etiquette  of  the  profeffion. 
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ably  have  been  expected :  but  ftill  it  militated 
againft  the  Jennerian  doftrine ;  in  which  it  was 
written ,  that  no  eruptions  could  be  produced  by 
Vaccination.  dd.; 

The  facts,  therefore,  as’well  as  the  arguments  on 

which  Vaccination  was  to  be  eftablifhed,  began  to 

/ 

be  doubted. 

It  was  contended  that  no  mifchievous  confe- 
quences  were  to  be  apprehended  from  it ;  becaufe 
it  was  probable  that  the  virus  of  Cow-pox  is  often 
received  into  the  human  body  u  along  with  the 
“  milk* * * §  of  the  Cow,”  without  producing  inconve¬ 
nience.  This  could  amount  to  nothing,  in  the 
minds  of  those  who  know  that  the  head  of  the  rat¬ 
tle -fnake  f  is  made  into  broth,  much  ufed  and 
efteemed  by  the  Indians ;  and  that  no  evil  confe- 
quences  follow  the  ufe  of  it  :  and  that  certain  In- 
oculators'l  have  inclofed  variolous  matter  in  articles 
of  food,  which  has  been  thus  received  into  the 

>  i 

ftomach  without  producing  any  of  the  fymptoms 
of  Small-pox. 

That  this  fpecies  of  argument  has  been  extended 
to  the  wholefomenefs  of  the  flefh  §  of  the  Cow, 
may  excite  a  degree  of  furprife  in  thofe  who  are 

*  Mr.  Henry  Jenner’s  Addrefs  to  the  Public  on  the  Advan* 
tages,  of  Vaccine  Inoculation. 

f  Fordyce  on  the  Digeftion  of  Food,  p.  1 19. 

|  Sutton’s  Treatife  on  Inoculation. 

*  •  •  *  v  .  .  ~ 

§  Dr.  Lettfonu 
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not  aware  of  a  total  dereliction  of  all  philofophical 
acumen  by  many  who  have  written  in  favour  of 
Vaccination:  but  what  will  pofterity  fay  when 
they  fhall  perufe  the  fulfome  adulation  and  hyper¬ 
bolical  praife  which  have  inundated  the  writings 
of  the  Vaccinators?  They  will  certainly  thifik 
their  anceftors  mad. 

The  friends  of  Vaccination  could  not  but  per¬ 
ceive  that  there  were  perfons  who  would  enquire 
into  the  nature  of  the  infection  before  they  fub- 
mitted  to  it,  notwithftanding  the  blind  infatu¬ 
ation  of  the  inhabitants  of  the  Weft-India  fettle- 
meats,  who  have  been  reprefented  as  totally  re¬ 
gard!  efs  of  the  origin  of  the  Cow-pox,  fo  that 
they  Y  experienced  its  advantages. 

The  Vaccinators  J  found  different  fpecies  of 
greafe  in  the  horfe,  and  fquared  their  opinions  to 
the  confequences  which  might  be  produced  by 
them. 

Thus  one,  who  ftands  pre-eminently  diftinguish- 
ed  by  his  zeal  and  vehemence,  and  may  be  called 
“  the  Herald  §  of  the  myfteries”  of  Cow-pox,  oc~ 

*  “  Tis  hard  to  fay,  if  greater  want  of  Hull 
“  Appear  in  writing,  or  in  judging  ill  : 

“  But  of  the  two,  lefs  dang’rous  is  th’  offence, 

“  To  tire  our  patience  than  miflead  our  fenfe.” 
f  Medical  Journal.  Pop£\ 

t  Mr.  Grofe  and  others. 

§  “  Att  what  tyme  the  myfteries  fhould  begynne,  Maifter 
,c  Buckhorfe  the  Heraulde  came  forth  all  yclad  yn  hawberke,  and 

D 
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t  1  •  ■ 

casionally  combated  the  opinions  even  of  Dr.  Jen- 
ner  when  it  was  thought  that  they  might  be  con¬ 
verted  into  arguments  againft  him. 

When  Dr.  Jenner  fuppofed  it  poflible  that  the 
Cow-pox  might  have  been  originally  in  fome  way 
or  other  connected  with  the  Small-pox,  his  idea 
was  difcouraged,  becaufe  it  militated  againft  the 
fond  hope  of  rendering  Vaccination  univerfal,  as 
the  means  of  exterminatmg  the  Small-pox ;  and 
might  have  a  tendency  to  deter  many  perfons  from 
adopting  the  practice. 

It  was  faid  that  no  inftance  of  fatality*  had  oc¬ 
curred  in  confequence  of  Cow-pox :  and  many 
practitioners,  as  well  as  other  perfons,  without  giv¬ 
ing  themfelves  time  to  confider  whether  there  had 
been  fufficient  experience  of  the  fact  to  juftify  a 
dependence  upon  it  as  a  general  argument,  impli¬ 
citly  affented  to  that  gratuitous  affertion. 

The  practice  of  Vaccination  had  not  been  long 
introduced^before  the  fact  was  difproved ;  and  the 
argument  confequently  abandoned. 

The  fanguine  hopes  of  the  fafety  and  preventive 

$  •  f  V  »  .  . ,  .  * 

<£  havynge  a  brave  fhielde  on  the  wyche  was  engravenne  Chi- 

/ 

<(  mera,  wythe  other  fancifulle  devyces  verie  goodlie  to  beholde: 
<c  and  the  fa^de  Buckhoj'e  recytedde  in  metre  the  order  to  be 
“  obfervedde  yn  the  fayde  myfteries.” 

Innocente  8c  JNierrie  Sportes.  Imprynted  att  London, 
yn  the  yeere  1440. 

*  By  Dr.  Jenner  and  numerous  other  Vaccinators. 
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influence  of  Vaccination  were  not  more  •  remarka¬ 
ble  than  the  verfatility  of  argument  employed  to 
oppofe  every  objection  which  was  ftarted,  and  to 
deftroy  every  obftacle  which  arofe  to  interrupt  the 
Jenneriaji  practice. 

It  was  announced  with  confidence  as  an  infalli¬ 
ble  preventive  of  Small-pox  ;  its  fafety  and  mild- 
nefs,  its  harmlefs  and  inoffenfive  nature,  were 
emblazoned  in  the  moil  pleafing  and  attradive 
colours. 

In  order  to  make  thefe  advantages  appear 
ftill  greater,  the  beneficial  effeds  of  Variolous 
Inoculation  were  either  altogether  overlooked,  or 
boldly  denied.  It  was  even  faid  that  that  practice 
had  always  been  detrimental  to  fociety ;  and  in 
defence  of  this  wild  and  daring  affertion,  even  the 
bills  of  mortality,  thofe  *  incorred  remembrancers 
of  fate,  were  reforted  to. 

I  am  aware  that  a  very  learned  and  refpedable 
phyfician  f  has  countenanced  the  ide*i  that  a  the 
a  proportional  number  of  deaths  from  Small-pox” 
has  increafed  fince  the  introduction  of  Inocula¬ 
tion  :  but  this  does  not  affed  the  argument  which 
it  was  adduced  to  fupport namely,  that  Inocula¬ 
tion  is  detrimental.  For  even  if  it  fhould  prove 
that  the  introdudion  of  Inoculation  had  been  the 

*  Dr.  Mofeley  juftly  reprehends  this  mode  of  attempting  to 

influence  the  public  opinion  in  his  Treatife  on  Lues  Bovilla, 

p.  15. 

f  Dr,  Heberden. 
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means  of  fpreading  more  univerfally  the  Variolous 
contagion,  it  would  only  follow  that  greater  num¬ 
bers  having  the  Small-pox  naturally,  greater  num¬ 
bers  would  die ;  not  that  more  in  proportion  to 
thofe  who  fuffer  it,  would  be  cut  off :  for  this 
could  not  happen  on  account  of  its  more  general 
prevalence',  but  muft  depend  either  on  an  increafe 
of  virulence  in  the  difeafe,  or  of*  mifmanagement 
in  the  courfe  of  it. 

No  one  will  contend  that  Inoculation  has  in- 

if  ^  ^  »  1 1  »  •  t  -  *»  - 

creafed  the  virulence  of  the  natural  Small- pox, 
unlefs  it  be.  the  Vaccinators  ;  who  have  afferted, 
that  the  Cow-pox  has  been  found  capable  of 
curing  -f*  deafnefs  :  and  it  would  be  equally  abfurd 
to  fuppofe,  that  it  can  have  induced  any  train  of 
reafoning  which  has  a  tendency  to  encourage  im¬ 
proper  treatment  of  it. 

I  am  not  ignorant  that  Baron  Dimfdale  fuppofed 
the  practice  of  Inoculation  to  have  diffufed  the 
contagion  of  Small-pox  fo  extenfively,  as  to  in¬ 
creafe  the  fum  of  the  natural  danger  of  the  infec¬ 
tion.  Ought  not  this  however  to  be  attributed 
rather  to  the  manner  in  which  Inoculation  is 

*  Sec  Dr.  Mofeley’s  Trearifc. 

■J-  I  do  not  know  whether  this  was  one  of  the  advantages 
which  in  the  Oriental  climes  were  observed  to  follow  Vaccina¬ 
tion  :  but  it  was  faid  that  the  human  conflitution  was  u  much 
“  improved”  at  Madras,  by  this  dele&able  difeafe,  fo  that  Dr. 
Mier  called  it  “  the  gift  of  heaven.”  In  England  the  cafe  was 
reverfed,  for  here  children  have  become  deaf  in  confequence  of 
the  practice. 
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too  frequently  conducted  ;  to  the  want  of  care,  of 
attention,  and  caution,  fo  far  as  relates  both  to 
public  inftitutioiis  and  private  practice;  and  might 
not  this  great  and  ferious  objection  be  effectually 
removed,  by  due  attention  on  the  part  of  practi- 
tioners,  or  even  regulated  by  authority  ? 

Although  fo  much  ftrefs  has  been  laid  by  fome 
of  the  friends  of  Vaccination  on  the  propagation 
of  Variolous  infe&ion,  by  the  means  before  men¬ 
tioned,  one  of  its  moll  ftrenuous  *  advocates  ad¬ 
mits,  from  the  works  of  Dr.  Heberden  and  Dr. 
Haygarth,  that  it  is  no  difficult  matter,  by  the  ufe 
of  even  common  precaution,  to  avoid  Variolous 
contagion ;  Dr.  Heberden  having  fhewn,  that 
“  one  who  never  had  the  fmall-pox  might  fafely 
affociate,  and  even  lie  in  the  fame  bed,  with  a 
“  Variolous  patient  for  the  two  or  three  fir^  days 
u  of  the  eruption,  without  receiving  infection 
and  Dr.  Haygarth  having  countenanced  the  fame 
idea. 

f 

In  fliort,  it  is  too  true  that  this  circumftance,  as 
well  as  every  other  fraught  with  danger  +  or  diffi- 

*  Dr.  Thornton’s  Fa<fts  decifive,  p.  43,  203. 
f  The  words  of  a  friend  of  Vaccination  apply  remarkably 
well,  with  a  very  flight  change  of  expreflion.  “  The  rifle  of  en- 
grafting  the  difeafe  of  a  morbid  fubjecl  into  a  healthful  per- 
fon  was  exhibited  with  all  its  difmal  attendants;  and  the  bias 
V  that  magnified  this  prefumptive  danger  from  Inoculation,  pre- 
“  vented  the  fame  individuals  from  obferviug  the  frequent  and 
“  fhocking  effe&s  arifing  from”  Cow-pox.  Lettfom’s  Medical 

j 

Memoirs,  p.  171. 


culty,  has  been  prefented  in  the  moft  alarming 
fhape  ;  while  Vaccination  has  been  extolled  to  the 
liigheft  heavens  with  all  the  fulfomenefs  of  hyper¬ 
bole  :  and  even  its  filthy  origin,  in  that  polluted 
fource  the  greafe  of  the  horfe’s  heel,  conveniently 
overlooked,  for  the  purpofe  of  indulging  in  foft 
and  paftoral  celebrations  of  the  healthy  clean, 
fleek,  ufeful  Cow,  whofe  milk  fupports  the  “  rud- 
u  dj  cheeks”  of  the  dairy-maids,  and  whofe  flefh 
gives  ftrength  to  the  brawny  finews  of  the  Britifh 
peafantry. 

It  is  not  improbable  that  Inoculation  rnay  have 
fpread  contagion  in  fituations  to  which  it  might 
not  have  extended,  but  for  the  introduction  of 
that  practice;  but,  furely,  this  is  not  irremedia¬ 
ble  ;  and  to  argue  againft  Inoculation  becaufe  of 
it,  is  to  confound  the  abife  of  the  practice  with 
the  life  of  it. 

But,  without  attempting  to  anfvver  all  the  ob¬ 
jections  of  perfons  who  can  not  be  fuppofed  to 
have  thought  very  deeply  on  any  fubjeCt;  if  a 
judgement  may  be  formed  from  what  they  have 
written  and  praCtifed ;  it  may  not  be  altogether 
improper  to  refer  to  an  author  whofe  opinions 
will,  perhaps,  be  the  more  regarded,  becaufe  he 
has  lately  diftinguiihed  himfelf  as  an  enthuflaftic 
admirer  of  Vaccination.  Dr.  Lettfom,  who  was 
once  a  ftrenuous  advocate  for  Variolous  Inocula- 

*'  *■ '  t 


*  Mr.  Henry  jenner’s  Address,  &c* 


tion,  and  whole  fuccefs  in  pradHce  is  faid  to  have 
formed  the  bafis  of  all  his  medical  opinions ,  has  de¬ 
clared,  that  he  felt  “  genuine  fatisfaffion  in  de- 
**  fending  a  practice  which  humanity  dictates ; 
*£  which  fuccefs  authorifes  ;  and  which  true  policy 
ct  would  promote -by  which  a  loathfome,  and 
often  fatal  difeafe  is  paffed  through  with  little 
pain,  and  almofl:  with  certain  *  fuccefs  that 
Inoculation  “  is  not  the  caufe  of  propagating  the 
u  Small-pox/’  which  rather  depends  on  the  u  treat* 
u  ment  of  the  natural  Small-pox,  and  a  lefs  re- 
“  ferved  intercourfe”  than  formerly  4C  with  the 
u  community on  the  influx  or  acceffion  of 
young  perfons  from  the  country,  and  on  the  pro- 
greflive  increafe  of  population  in  London,  where 
the  calculation  had  been  made  of  the  fuppofed  in¬ 
creafe  of  mortality  from  Small-pox,  fmee  the  in- 
trodudtion  of  Inoculation, 

Inoculation,  therefore,  Dr.  Lettfom  fuppof¬ 
ed  to  have  been  unjuftly  ftigmatifed  ;  and  its  be* 
nign  and  falutary  influences  were  fo  evident,  that 
he  ftrongly  urged  cc  the  propriety  of  the  practice 
u  as  the  means  of  faving  the  lives  of  our  friends, 
“  our  children,  and  our  relations and  highly 
conducive  <£to  public  good  population  and  health.” 

Shall  the  reader  be  told  that  this  is  the  fame 
Doctor  Lettfom  who,  in  a  few  years,  abjured  fuch 


*  Lettfom’s  Medical  Memoirs. 
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wholefome  advice,  became  an  adept  in  the  my- 
fteries  of  Vaccination  ;  or,  to  ufe  the  emphatical 
language  of  Dr.  Mofeley,  changed  his  Gods!  and 
ftill  perfifts  in  the  encouragement  of  this  romantic 
fcheme,  in  defiance  of  a  thoufand  proofs  of  its  in¬ 
efficacy  and  danger  ? 

Will  he  not  lament  the  inconfiftency  of  the 
beft  of  men,  the  gfeateft  authors,  and  the  moft 
eloquent  orators  ?  Will  he  not  be  tempted  to  com¬ 
pare  the  defertion  of  this  learned  phyfician,  front 
the  dictates  of  reafon  and  found  judgement,  to 
the  hypothefis  of  novelty  and  error,  with  the  fa¬ 
mous  Archbifhop  of  Grenada  mentioned  in  Gil 
Bias,  who  flattered  himfclf  into  a  belief,  that  the 
productions  of  dotage  were  even  fuperior  to  the 
moft  elegant  compofitions  of  genius  when  in  full 
maturity  and  vigour  ? 

He  mull  be  told,— this  is  the  lame  Dr.  Lettfom. 
who,  a  few  years  ago,  acknowledged  that,  under 
the  practice  of  Variolous  Inoculation,  it  was  “  a 
u  rare  thing  to  hear  of  a  fatal  cafe but  who 
now  talks  of  the  frequency  of  deaths  occafioned 
by  it :  who  formerly  declared  that  c<  it  was  not  the 
w  caufe  of  propagating  the  fmall-pox  •”  and  now 
founds  an  alarm  of  its  u  dangerous  influence  by 
w  fpreading  infection who  has  increafed  the 
weight  and  authority  of  his  opinions  by  the  mere¬ 
tricious  ornaments  of  an  impofing  elegance  of 
ftyle,  and  decorated  the  temple  which  has  been 
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erected  to  the  new  Goddefs  *  Vaccina,  with  the 
moft  flowery  chaplets  of  fafcinating  language,  and 
the  richeft,  moft  luxuriant  ornamerts  of  rhetori¬ 
cal  declamation.  But  more  of  this  hereafter. 

Of  all  the  arguments  in  favour  of  Vaccination, 
the  negative  one,  that  it  is  not  communicable  by 
contagion,  appears  to  me  the  beft  which  its  best 
friends  have  ever  been  able  to  advance  in  juftifi- 
cation  of  their  preferring  it  to  Variolous  Inocula¬ 
tion.  But  this  advantage  is  more  than  paralleled 
by  the  fecondary  fymptoms  which  occafionally 
follow  Vaccination  ;  and  which,  whether  Vaccine 
or  Scrophulous,  or  Pfeudo-vaccine,  or  allied  to  the 
nature  of  the  Greafe  (for  which  I  rejoice  that 
the  idiom  of  our  language  has  not  furniflhed  any 
defcriptive  term),  are,  in  my  humble  opinion, 
even  a  more  formidable  objection  to  the  Jennerian 
pradlice,  than  its  uncertainty  as  a  preventive  of 
Small- pox. 

As  Variolous  Inoculation  is  not  ufually  intro¬ 
duced  with  that  incautious  ardour  which  fo  much 
accelerated  the  diffufion  of  Vaccination;  as  it 
does  not  intrude  into  families  without  their  know¬ 
ledge  and  concurrence, — not  like  the  wind  blow¬ 
ing  “  where  it  lifteth,” — the  danger  of  contagion 
being  propagated  in  confequence  of  Inoculation  is, 

*  See  the  Vignette  to  Lettfom’s  fc  Obfervations  on  the  Cow™ 
“  pox,”  adorned  with  the  Hindoo  Symbols  f 
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in  reality,  not  *  fo  great  as  on  a  fuperficial  view  of 
the  fubject  might  be  fuppofed,  or  as,  on  a  fuper- 
ficial  confideration  of  it,  has  been  'f  ftated. 

Before  the  public  had  had  fufficient  time  to 
examine  the  nature  of  the  Cow-pox,  or  had  ex¬ 
perienced  thofe  ill  confequences  from  it  which 
have  fince  marred  its  fame,  it  was  difcovered  that 
the  original  hiftory  of  the  difeafe  was  incorrect. 

The  firft  experiments  made  in  the  metropolis 
appear  to  have  been  conducted  by  Dr.  Pearfon  J  ; 

and  as  I  fhall  have  occafion  to  examine  fome  of 

■  ~  ’  • 

the  opinions  derived  from  this  diflinguiihed  § 
Phyfician,  I  take  the  prefent  opportunity  of  notic¬ 
ing,  in  the  mod  refpedtful  terms,  the  candid  and 
handfome  manner  in  which  this  able  advocate  for 
Vaccination  has  exprefled  himfelf  in  his  publica¬ 
tions  ||  on  the  fubjeft. 

Had  the  difcuffion  of  the  great  queftion,  whe¬ 
ther  Vaccination  ought  or  ought  not  to  be  pre¬ 
ferred  to  Variolous  Inoculation,  been  conducted 

#  See  Dr.  Heberden’s  and  Dr.  Haygarth’s  Publications. 

f  Medical  and  Phyfical  Journal  for  September,  1805. 

4  Pearfon’s  Statement. 

§  i(  Micat  inter  omnes 
<c  Julium  fid  us,  velut  inter  ignes 
u  Luna  minores.” 

||  With  one  exception.  A  paper,  dated  Sept.  24,  1805,  in 
which  Dr.  Pearfon  has  admitted  the  infecurity  of  the  practice  of 
Vaccination  :  but  does  not  mention  even  one  of  the  numerous 
fadls,  which  mud  have  come  to  his  knowledge,  of  difeafes  hav¬ 
ing  been  produced  by  it. 

I  * 


by  fuch  men  only  as  Dr.  Pearfon  ;  or  had  thole 
champions,  who  have  been  proud  to  difplay  a  fort 
of  Scythian  valour  in  this  controverfy,  made  Dr. 
Pearfon  the  rule  of  their  conduct,  and  fafhioned 
their  mode  of  arguing  by  the  pattern  of  his  mild  * 
and  fenfible  manner ;  the  painful  feverity  of  ani- 
madverfion  would  have  given  place  to  a  far  more 
pleafing  and  more  ufeful  talk.  Xo  weigh  and  to 
appreciate  would  then  have  been  the  bufinefs  of 
this  differtation,  inhead  of  four  and  acrid  criticifm. 
It  is,  however,  pleafing  to  refled  that  there  are 
fome  refting  places  in  this  dull  and  tedious  jour- 
ney .  that  a  lew  patches  of  verdure  and  fertility 
occafionally  gladden  the  fterile  profpedi,  and  re- 
frefh  the  jaded  eye  :  that  the  reiplendent  beams 
of  lcience  are  now  and  then  feen  darting  through 
the  gloom  of  prejudice,  and  gilding  with  their 
bright  refulgence  the  clouds  of  dark  diftruft  and 
palpable  malignity. 

Dr,  Pearfon  was  the  first  among  the  Vaccinators 
who  acknowledged  that  Cow-pox  does  fometimes 
take  place,  without  rendering  the  patient  infuf- 
ceptible  of  Variolous  contagion.  Dr.  Pearfon  does 
not  deny  that  imtances  of  fatality  have  been  known 
to  occur  in  confequence  of  Vaccination  :  Dr.  Pear¬ 
fon  does  not  contend  that  imall-pox  often  takes 
place  twice  in  the  fame  fubjed.  That  affertion 

*  See  P earfon’s  Critical  Examination  of  Mr.  Goldfoa’s  fe- 
cond  Pamphlet, 
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was  left  for  others,  who  did  not  perceive  that'even 
fuch  an  argument,  if  it  fhould  be  admitted  by  the 
world  at  large,  would  produce  more  injury  than 
benefit  to  the  caufe  of  Vaccination.  But  Dr. 
Pearfon  has  countenanced  the  favourite  and  pre¬ 
vailing  doctrine  of  the  preventive  power  of  the 
Cow-pox  ;  and  it  is  on  this  principle  that  I  am 
compelled  to  differ  from  him  :  becaufe  I  can  not 
confent  that  any  experiments,  however  accurately 
or  attentively  conducted,  to  infeCt  with  Variolous 
matter  perfons  who  had  been  recently  vaccinated, 
or  who  might  have  had  the  natural  Cow-pox 

even  a  few  years  before,  ought  to  be  efteemed  fuffi- 

/  . 

cient  proofs  of  a  permanent  unfufceptibility  of  the 
Small-pox  in  the  human  conftitution. 

Dr.  Pearfon  has  alfo  lately  declared  that  the 
hiftory*  of  the  Vaccine  difeafe  was  not  for 
fome  years  fufficiently  inveftigated  to  afford  rules 
€C  of  Jecure  practice and  yet  it  was  long  ago 
afferted,  that  nothing  could  be  more  fimple  and 
intelligible  than  the  practice  of  Vaccination,  which 
was  committed  to  very  inexperienced,  and  fome- 
times  illiterate  perfons  : — and  thefe  very  perfons 
have  been  again  and  again  referred  to,  for  the 
production  of  fubftamial  evidence  in  fupport  of 
the  efficacy  of  the  practice. 

Surely  an  experiment  which  involved  the  hap- 
pinefs  or  milery  of  perhaps  a  thoufand  generations 

w  ... 

*  Dr.  Pearfon’s  Remarks,  dated  Sept.  24,  1805. 
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ought  to  have  had  rules  of'  at  lea, fl  fe cure  practice^ 
before  it  was  fo  ,  ardently  recommended  and  fo 
generally  introduced. 

Dr.  Pearfbn’s  remark  is  mod  juft:  no  rules  of 
fecure  practice  have  ever  yet  appeared ;  the  want 
of  fuch  rules,  the  apparent  impofjibihty  of  efta- 
blifhing  them,  gave  rife  to  doubts  for  which  the 
prudent  oppofers  of  the  Jennerian  experiment 
have  been  vehemently  cenfured it  is  a  remark 
which  confirms  the  opinion  i  have  always  enter¬ 
tained  of  Dr.  Pearfoifs  candour  and  good  fenfej 
but  it  is  the  fentence  of  condemnation  upon  the 
Jennerian  practice  ;  and  it  muft  afford  real  plea- 
fure  to  every  confident  friend  of  fcience  that  it 
has  been  thus  pronounced  :• — magna  ejl  ventas ; 
et  prevalebit ! 

It  fee  ms  a  little  extraordinary,  after  Dr.  Pear- 
ion’s  remark  above  mentioned,  that  he  fhould  have 
attributed  the  failure  of  Vaccination  to  the  igno¬ 
rance  and  inexperience  of  particular  perfons. — If 
there  were  no  rules  for  the  controul  of  their  opi¬ 
nions,  what  blame  can  attach  to  a  falfe  prognoflic  ? 
The  ignorance  complained  of  was,  indeed,  very 
general ;  there  being  perhaps  few  Vaccinators  who 
have  not,  at  fome  period  or  other,  failed  in  pro¬ 
ducing  unfufceptibility  of  Small-pox :  and  I  can 
not  admit,  that  “  a  great  proportion  *  of  the  af- 

ferted  failures  were  miftaken,  either  in  the  pa- 

#  Dr.  Pearfon’s  Remarks. 
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14  dents  not  having  had.  the  Cow-pox  in  the  firft 

inftance,  or  the  Small -pox  in  the  feeond,”  un- 

♦ 

lefs  Dr.  Pearfon  means  to  coniine  the  refie&ion 
entirely  to  the  Vaccinators ;  who,  by  their  own 
corifeffion5  are  in  general,  if  not  totally  ignorant 
of  the  nature  and  appearance  of  Small- pox  ;  at  all 
events,  very  imperfe&ly  acquainted  with  them  ; — 
die  would  they  never  have  miltaken  the  Chicken- 
pox  for  the  Small-pox  on  the  ninth  or  tenth  day 
of  the  difeafe ;  elfe  would  they  not  lofe  one  in 
three  hundred  of  their  inoculated  patients. 

If,  then,  the  Jcience  of  Vaccination  were  fo  ill 
underftoocl,  that  thofe  who  pradtifed  it  did  not 
know  whether  they  had  produced  the  Cow-pox 
or  not ;  with  what  chance  of  general  benefit  and 
general  fafety  could  it  be  recommended  ?  If  no 
fixed  rules  could  be  laid  down,  capable  of  eftablilh- 
ing  the  cert&inty  of  the  difeafe  having  been  pro¬ 
duced  ;  with  what  propriety  could  Dr.  Jenner  claim 
a  reward  for  the  difcovery  of  the  means  of  intro¬ 
ducing  the  Vaccine  difeafe  into  the  human  body, 
when  it  could  not  be  proved  to  have  taken  place  ? 

In  fhoit,  if  all  this  unintelfigibility  be  a  con¬ 
comitant  of  Vaccination  \  if  only  certain  ftudious 
perfons,  of  uncommon  penetration  and  refearch, 
can  pradtiie  it  with  certainty  ;  even  if  it  had  been 
a  preventive  and  a  fafe  difeafe,  it  never  could  have 
been  of  general  benefit a  circumftance  already 
noticed  by  thofe  experienced  phyficians.  Dr. 
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Mofeley  and  Dr.  Rowley,  in  their  refpefiive  pub¬ 
lications. 

But  Dr.  Pear fon  is  u  perfuaded  that  the  fub- 
jeCt  of  the  Vaccine  diforder  is  now  fufficxently 
inveftigated  for  ^  fecure  fra  cl  ice  f  and  affirms 
that,  “  in  future,  the  occurrence  of  Small-pox 
“  after  Vaccination  will  be  imputable  to  the  In®- 
eulatoPs  being  unqualified  provided  the  pa- 
u  tient  be  obedient  to  his  directions.9* 

I  would  not  ipeak  lightly  on  fo  ferrous  a  fub- 
jeCt ;  but  mu  ft  obferve,  that  this  is  very  cold  com¬ 
fort  for  th-ofe  who  have  been,  unfortunately  per - 
fuaded  into  a  belief  that  the  fame  fubjeCt  was  com¬ 
pletely  underftood  (fo  far  however  as  related  to 
its  fecurity)  when  Dr,  Jenner  received  a  parlia¬ 
mentary  reward,  and  his  practice  a  parliamentary 
ianCtion.  Dn  Jenner  was  perjuaded  that  the  dif- 
eafe  was  perfectly  underftood.  Bn  Pearfon  is 
now  perfuaded  :  but  there  are  many,  very  many, 
wife,  c on fi derate,  and  learned  practitioners,  who 
are  not  yet  per  funded?  and  who  will  ufe  their  ut- 
moft  endeavours  to  prevent  the  public  from  being 
perfuaded \  that  the  practice  of  Vaccination  is  at  all 
juftifiable,  while  innumerable  dangers  are  every 
day  produced  by  the  difeafes  which  follow  it $ 
and  while  its  moft  able  advocates  and  defenders 
are  compelled  to  admit  that  a  proportion  of  their 

*  Dr-  Pearfon’s  Remarks, 
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vaccinated  patients  have  caught  the  $mall-pox,  and 
to  allow  that  it  may  be  reafonably  expected  that 
many  more  will  take  it  hereafter. 

Let  it  be  remembered,  that  the  moft  folemn 
aflurances  were  given  to  the  public  of  the  incon- 
teftible  efficacy  and  infallibility  of  the  Cow-pox  : 
that  it  was  on  this  very  principle  introduced  and 
remunerated  :  that  this  principle  is  now  abandon¬ 
ed  ;  and  that  all  the  confidence  which  has  been 
placed  in  the  excellency  of  the  difcovery,  and  the 
fafety  of  the  confequent  practice,  has  been  reward¬ 
ed  by  u  a  certain  fearful  looking  for  of”, the  mc-ft 
dreadful  and  afflicting  fcenes  of  wretchednefs. 

Let  it  be  remembered  that,  notwithftanding  this 
conceffion,  the  practice  of  Vaccination  is  ftill  de¬ 
fended  :  that  it  glories  in  defeat,  and  feems  to  tri- 
limph  in  deftruCtion. '  The  public  are  nowr  called 
upon  to  believe  that,  after  feven  years’  (or,  accord¬ 
ing  to  Dr.  Jenner,  twenty-feven  years')  inveftiga- 
tion,  and  an  uncertain  and  confequently  moft  dan¬ 
gerous  practice,  fpread  far  and  wide  with  unex¬ 
ampled  zeal ;  a  difcovery  *  has  been  made,  by 
which  that  practice  may,  in  future,  be  conducted 
with  more  certainty ,  unlefs  the  fame  ignorance, 

♦  t «  '  T  4f  ■''*  1 

which  has  hitherto  very  generally  prevailed  among 

'  \  *  *j  .  .  .  \ 

*  This  difcovery  may  require  feven  years  more  to  afeertam 
its  confequences  *,  and  alter  incalculable  mifehief  in  a  million 
of  families,  its  fate  may  be  like  that  of  the  original  do&ririo  of 
Dr.  Jenner — it  maybe  proved  to  have  been  founded  in  error. 
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Vaccinators,  fhould  ftill  continue  to  prevent  fo 
defirable  a  confummation  ! 

Let  it  be  remembered,  that  not  one  word  is 
faid  about  the  numerous  inftances  of  Ihocking  and 
loathfome  morbid  affections  which  have  been  in¬ 
troduced  by  Vaccination  into  the  human  fyftem$ 
affeCtions  which  were  not  known  previoufly  to 
that  deftruCtive  and  unjuftifiable  practice. 

And  when  this  confideration,  which  fophiftry 
can  not  controvert,  becaufe  it  is  fandiioned  by  al- 
moft  innumerable  living  examples,  be  fuperadded 
to  the  acknowledged  ambiguity  of  its  appearance, 
and  the  acknowledged  want  of  difcrimination  in 
thofe  who  pra&ife  it,  I  have  too  high  an  opinion 
of  the  good  fenfe  of  my  countrymen  to  fuppofe 
that  they  will  continue  to  fubjed  their  children 
and  families  to  fuch  accumulated  and  multifarious 
dangers,  when  they  know  that  Variolous  Inocula¬ 
tion  has  never  been  productive  of  fuch  diftreffing 
maladies  as  have  already  frequently  refulted  from 
the  Cow-pox :  that  its  laws  are  perfectly  intelligi¬ 
ble  :  that  its  moft  unfavourable  fymptoms  are  ca¬ 
pable  of  being  controlled  by  judicious  manage¬ 
ment  :  that  its  treatment  is  Ample ;  that  its  preven¬ 
tive  power  does  not  admit  of  any  kind  of  doubt : 
and  that  there  are  many  practitioners  now  living, 
who  have  conducted  thoafands  of  patients  through 
the  difeafe  without  the  occurrence  of  a  Angle  in- 
ftance  of  fatality. 

F 


Thefe  arguments,  and  this  appeal,  will  not,  I 

*  ■»  *■ 

hope,  be  heard  in  vain. 

It  may  be  afked,  by  what  reafoning  on  the  ap¬ 
pearance  and  nature  of  the  Small-pox  itfelf,  could  it 

p  r 

have  been  determined  a  priori  that  having  been 
once  gone  through,  its  future  recurrence  was  im- 
poffible  ?  But  even  admitting  that  experience  and 
obfervation  only,  could  eftablifh  this  extraordinary 
fa£t,  it  has  been  fo  fupported  through  a  long  feries 
of  time.  Whereas  the  traditionary  account  of  the 
Cow-pox,  fo  far  from  filling  up  the  fame  chafm  in 
the  argument  which  experience  has  fo  happily 
clofed  in  the  hiftory  of  Small -pox,  difcourages 
the  prefumption  of  thofe  who  feem  too  haftily  to 
have  concluded,  that  becaufe  Vaccination  fome- 
times  prevented  the  infection  of  Small-pox,  it 
mull  neceffarily  be  a  permanent  and  infallible  fe- 
curity  againft  its  influence. 

Dr.  Jenner  finding  that  a  fome  of  thofe  who 
<c  feemed  to  have  undergone  the  Cow-pox,  never- 
thelefs  on  Inoculation  with  the  Small-pox  felt 
u  its  influence  juft  the  fame  as  if  no  difeafe  had 
“  been  communicated  to  them  from  the  Cow,” 
was  induced  to  enquire  a  among  the  medical 
“  practitioners  in  the  country,”  around  him;  who. 
All  agreed  that  the  Cow-pox  was  not  to  be 
relied  on  as  “  a  certain  preventive  of  the  Small- 
pox.”  v 

Thus  the  notion  of  the  old  women  in  Gloucef- 


/ 


35 


Terfhire,  which  has  been  often  ridiculed  by  the  Vac¬ 
cinators,  was  confirmed  by  the  opinion  of  thole 

who  had  feen  molt,  and  were  belt  acquainted 

» 

with  the  fubje£t. 

It  might  have  been  thought,  that  at  leaft  fom^ 
deference  would  be  paid  to  this  unanimity  of  opi¬ 
nion  \  and  that  it  would  have  fubdued  the  hypo¬ 
thetical  reafoning  of  thofe  who  had  contended  that 
if  Vaccination  were  a  fecurity  u  for  a  year*,  it 
u  muft  be  a  fecurity  for  life as  well  as  the 
wretched  arguments  of  thofe  who  pretended  to 
prove  the  mildnefs  of  the  Cow-pox,  and  the  fafety 
of  Vaccination,  from  the  confiderations  that  the 
milk  and  flefh  'f  of  the  cow  are  part  of  our  moft 
nutritious  food  ;  that  her  breath  is  fweet  and  falu- 
brious ;  and  that  ihe  is  in  general  an  healthy 
animal. 

But  the  anfwer  to  Dr.  Jenner’s  enquiry  does 
not  feem  to  have  made  any  great  impreffion. 

Ancient  traditions,  however  obfcured  or  conta¬ 
minated  by  palling  through  the  channels  of  igno¬ 
rance  and  fuperftition,  have  ufually,  and  almoft 
always,  their  origin  in  fome  analogous  fa£t.  Thus 
it  is  probable  that  the  farmers  and  practitioners  in 
Gloucefterfhire  had  feen  or  heard  of,  as  we  our- 
felves  have  fince  often  feen  or  heard  of,  cafes  in 
which  the  occurrence  of  Small-pox  was  not  per- 

*  Certain  medical  gentlemen  at  Edinburgh, 

f  Mr*  Henry  Jenner,  Dr.  Lettfom, 
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manently  prevented  by  the  Vaccine  difeafe ;  and 
therefore,  that  however  the  faculty  might  be  de¬ 
ceived  into  a  belief  in  the  fecurity  of  Vaccination, 
the  experiments  of  inoculating  with  variolous  mat¬ 
ter,  or  expofing  their  patients  to  the  influence  of 
the  contagion  naturally,  were  incomplete  proofs 
of  the  fadts  which  they  were  defirous  to  eftablifh : 
namely,  that  as  fuch  Inoculation  and  fuch  ex- 
pofure  have  not  been  always  found  capable  of 
producing  infedtion,  the  perfons  thus  fubjedted 
to  its  influence  are  permanently  fecufe  from  the 
Small-pox. 

If  we  refledt  for  a  moment  on  the  perfons  to 
whom  the  experiments  of  vaccinating,  and  the 
fubfequent  teft  of  Inoculation,  have  been  often 
committed,  fomething  more  than  a  bare  fufpicion 
will  arife  that  erroneous  opinions  have  been  pro^- 
pagated  in  confequeuce  of  their  want  of  difcern- 
ment.  It  is  not  denied  that  certain  efFedts  have 
been  obferved  to  follow  Inoculation  in  thofe  who 
were  fubjedted  to  it,  after  Vaccination. 

The  arm  became  inflamed  ;  a  puftule  was  pro¬ 
duced  ;  fhivering  took  place  ;  pain  in  the  head, 
back,  and  limbs ;  ficknefs  and  fever ;  the  puftule 
in  fome  inftances  dried  up  in  a  few  days,  and 
foon  difappeared  :  in  other  inftances,  perfedt  ma¬ 
turation  fucceeded,  and  after  having  afforded  virus 
for  inoculating  others  (which  on  being  ufed  pro¬ 
duced  the  Small-pox)  completed  all  its  ftagep. 
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Very  numerous  have  been  fuch  inftances  even 
in  the  avowed  hiftory  of  Inoculation,  as  performed 
by  Vaccinators  themfelves j  who  declared  with 
unblufhing  affurance  that  fuch  perfons  were  thus 

proved  to  be  unfufceptible  of  Small-pox : - it  is 

obvious  that  fuch  perfons  do  not  know  the  difeafe 
when  they  fee  it ! 

’  How  many  thoufands  of  perfons  are  there,  who 
long  before  Vaccination  was  known,  were  fecured 
from  Variolous  contagion  by  as  mild  febrile  fymp- 
toms  as  thofe  above  defcribed ;  and  how  often 
would  the  Small-pox  prove  uneruptive,  or  fo  very 
flight  that  no  matter  could  be  procured  from  the 
puftules  after  the  early  days  of  their  appearance, 
can  not  perhaps  be  conceived  by  thofe  who  are  fo 
little  acquainted  with  the  precautions  neceflary  for 
enfuring  a  mild  and  fafe  difeafe  as  the  Vaccina¬ 
tors  have  appeared  to  be :  but  it  is  perfectly  well 
f  known  by  fuch  men  as  the  Dimfdales  and  Suttons ; 
and  fo  well  underftood  by  many  able  and  experi¬ 
enced  pra&itioners  of  the  prefent  day,  that  I  could 
make  a  fafe  appeal  to  them  on  the  fubjedt. 

They  would  alfo  concur  in  believing  that  the 
efFefts  which  I  have  juft  defcribed  were  in  truth 
the  Small-pox ;  and  that  many  of  thofe  perfons 
who  were  put  to  the  teft  by  Inoculation  have,  in 
reality,  gone  through  *  the  difeafe. 

*  It  may  be  faid,  that  the  miJdmfs  of  the  Small-pox,  in  fuch 
cafes,  had  been  occafioned  by  the  peculiar  ftate  into  which  the 
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Nor  have  I  any  doubt,  that  although  the  faga- 
city  of  the  Vaccinators  has  not  yet  been  able  to 
infedt  their  patients  with  the  Small-pox,  others, 
who  underhand  the  treatment  of  the  Small-pox 
and  the  practice  ot  Inoculation  better ,  will  neither 
have  much  difficulty  in  doing  it,  nor  of  conduct¬ 
ing  them  in  fafety  through  the  difeafe  ;  notwith- 
ftanding  the  Vaccinators,  according  te  their  own 
ftatements,  have  been  accuftomed  to  lofe  fo  large 
a  proportion  of  their  patients  while  they  pradtifed 
Inoculation: — a  circumftance  too  evidently  de¬ 
pendent  either  on  ignorance  or  careleffnefs 

If,  then,  the  concurrent  teftimony  that  Variolous 
Inoculation  is  an  infallible  preventive  of  Small-pox 
had  been  fairly  appreciated  ;  the  moft  corredt  ac¬ 
counts  of  its  mortality  inveftigated  ;  the  ftate  of  its 
pradlice,  previouily  to  the  laft  thirty  years,  compar¬ 
ed  with  its  later  and  valuable  improvements,  and  in- 
creafing  fafety ;  pradtitioners  would  have  been  in¬ 
clined  at  leaft  to  paufe,  before  they  had  relinquiffied 
that  a  well-tried*  and  well-underftood  pradtice,”  in 

N  .  /  f  li*  l  ,  ■  *  .  ..  'i  *  ,  \  *  ;  < 
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fyftem  had  been  brought  by  Vaccination  :  but  it  mud  not  be  fcnv 

gotten,  that  this  bad  been  done  at  the  riik  of  producing  a  nu¬ 
merous  train  of  evils  paramount  to  any  unfavourable  fymptom# 
which  could  have  been  rationally  expe&ed  from  the  Inoculation 
for  Small-pox  ;  and  if  the  Cow-pox,  as  generally  pra&ifed,  is  nq 
fecurity  againft  the  Small-pox,  for  what  purpofe  can  it  be  added 
to  the  long  lift  of  human  calamities  ? 

*  Inoculation  for  the  Small-pox  vindicated,  p.  a. 
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favour  of  a  new  and  uncertain  experiment ;  even  if 
they  had  flattered  themfelves  into  a  difbelief  of  all 
thofe  dangers  and  difafters  which  have  fometiines 
a&ually  happened,  and  muft,  therefore,  be  often 
rationally  dreaded,  from  the  influence  of  Cow-pox 
upon  the  fyftem ;  until  its  nature  and  origin  had 
been  fatisfadtorily  explained. 

It  has  been  aflerted,  that  when  Dr.  Jenner  pub¬ 
lished  his  firft  account  of  this  difeaie  the  two  great 
truths ,  the  fafety  and  efficacy  of  the  practice,  were 
“  well  known  to  him.”  But  however  pcrfuaded 
of  the  fafety  and  efficacy  of  Vaccination  on  the 
grounds  of  his  own  experience,  neither  the  one 
nor  the  other  was  at  that  time  fufficiently  proved 
to  juftify  convitlion;  both  of  them  have  been  fmce 
completely  difproved  on  teftimony  the  moll  au¬ 
thentic,  and  by  rafts  the  moft  indubitable  :  and 
Dr.Pearfon  himfelf  has  at  length  publicly  confeffed* 
after  feme  years  of  experiment,  during  which  the 
utmoft  uncertainty  has  prevailed,  and  the  moft 
dreadful  mifchiefs  have  been  produced,  that  no 
rules  had  been  eftabliffied  for  fecure  practice  ! 

Befides  the  circumftaiice  which  more  immedi¬ 
ately  gave  rife  to  Dr.  Jenner’s  inquiry  before  al¬ 
luded  to — namely,  the  inefficacy  of  the  Cow-pox  to 
produce  fecurity, — there  was  another,  which  ope¬ 
rated  not  only  as  an  objection  to  the  practice ,  but 
as  a  ftumbling-block  in  the  way  of  Dr.  Jenner’s 
theory ,  and  the  occafion  of  introducing  great  con- 
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fufion  and  difcord  into  <c  the  regions  of  Vac- 
“  cination  This  was  the  appearance  of  erup¬ 
tions  :  for  the  trivial  contradiction  made  by  a 
reverend  Inoculator  and  others,  to  the  original 
ftatement,  that  Vaccination  did  not  prevent  the 
recurrence  of  the  Cow-pox  in  the  fame  fub- 
jeCt,  feemed  to  be  entirely  overlooked.  I  (hall, 
however,  beg  leave  to  introduce  in  this  place  a 
few  remarks  on  that  fubjeCt.  There  are  many 
cafes  in  the  Reports  of  Cow-pox  of  the  recur¬ 
rence  of  that  difeafe  in  the  fame  perfon.  It  was 
mentioned  as  an  extraordinary  circumftance,  that 
not  being  a  fecurity  againft  the  aCtion  of  its  own 
fpecific  virus,  it  yet  was  an  infallible  preventive 
of  the  Small-pox. 

Nothing  but  experience  could  have  juftified* 
fuch  dodtrine,  becaul'e  it  was  direCtly  repugnant 
to  all  the  rules  of  reafoning ;  and  now  faCts  were 
oppofed  to  faCts.  Yet  even  this  circumftance, which 
impeached  the  correCtnefs  of  Dr.  Jenner’s  ftate- 
ment,  and  opened  the  great  door  of  controverfy, 

V  *  *  I 

which  the  friends  of  Vaccination,  numerous  and 
powerful  as  they  are,  have  not  yet  been  able  to 
Ihut,  was  completely  difregarded. 

The  obvious  inference  to  be  deduced  from  it 
was  overlooked  :  Dr.  Jenner  had  feen  the  human 

X:  .. '  _  »  *  •*  i-  i 

*  Dp.  Rowley’s  pamphlet,  p.  17. 

|  Rev.  Robert  Holt,  of  Finmere,  Bucks. 
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conftitution  affedted  by  the  virus  of  the  Cow-pox 
a  fecond  time ;  Mr.  Holt  could  not  introduce  it  in 
perfons  who  had  lately  gone  through  the  difeafe. 
On  what  was  this  difference  fo  likely  to  depend 
as  on  the  influence  of  the  primary  affedtion  con-* 
tinuing  in  the  one  inftance,  and  having  ceafed  in 
the  other  ?  It  was  well  known  that  pforaic  and 
other  fyftematic  affedlions  indifpofed  the  body  for 
the  reception  of  contagion  of  a  different  fpecies, 
infomuch  that  it  became  an  axiom  in  phyflology 
that  two  diftindt  morbid  adtions  could  not  be  go¬ 
ing  on  in  the  fame  part  *  at  the  fame  time.  This 
theory,  though  perhaps  not  flridtly  true,  remained 
uncontradidted  until  the  zeal  of  certain  violent 
Vaccinators  infpired  them  with  courage  to  attack 
even  the  moft  deeply  rooted  opinions  of  the 
fchools,  in  order  to  eftablifh  their  new  dodtrines 
and  to  introduce  their  new  pradtice. 

I  am  not  perfedtly  fatisfied  that  unlimited  fub- 
million  is  due  to  their  ingenious  fuggeflions.  It 
may  be  conceived  that  Mr.  Hunter’s  opinion,  pro¬ 
perly  underftood,  has  not  been  controverted  by 
fadts.  Thus,  although  the  feeds  or  principles  of 
two  different  difeafes  may  be  introduced  together 
into  the  fyflem,  the  adtion  of  one  may  commence 
inftantaneoufly,  and  prevent,  or  retard,  the  effedl 
of  the  other ;  which,  when  the  firft  ceafes  to  adt , 

*  Mr.  John  Hunter. 
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may  fubfequently  proceed  to  exert  its  influence  in 

the  body  :  fo  that  the  integrity  of  the  original 

*  « 

axiom  may  remain  indifputable,  unless  it  can  be 
proved  that  the  progrefs  of  the  two  difeafes  be 
Jimultaneous .  The  Vaccinators,  indeed,  have  de¬ 
clared  that  Mr.  Hunter’s  idea  is  completely  de- 
ftroyed  by  the  occurrence  of  Small-pox  and  Cow- 
pox  at  the  fame  time  :  but  they  have  alfo  affert- 
ed,  that  the  virus  of  each  difeafe  unites  with  its 
fellow  fo  untimely  as  to  become  one ;  and  that 
thus  what  they  term  (perhaps  not  very  intelligi- 
bly)  an  hybrid  *  affe&ion,  takes  place ;  and  as 
no  efforts  were  made  to  invalidate  the  former 
notion  until  the  introduction  of  Vaccination,  the 
arguments  which  have  been  advanced  fnce  de¬ 
mand  the  more  rigid  ferutiny. 

If,  then,  a  fyftematic  affection  of  a  peculiar 
fpecies  be  capable  of  rendering  the  body  fometimes 

• 

*  One  abfurdity  produces  another. — Firif,  two  difeafes,  fpe- 
cifically  different,  were  brought  into  a£Hon  at  the  fame  time,  in 
the  fame  body  ;  then  they  were  to  be  united  into  one.  There 
can  be  no  fuch  thing  as  an  hybrid  difeafe  :  it  is  oppofite  to  every 
law  and  rule  of  phyfiology  and  pathology.  The  great  art  of 
medicine  is  to  diredt  appropriate  remedies  for  contra-indications 
in  difeafes  :  but  if  any  two  difeafes  could  unite  and  forma  third 
of  a  certain  fpecific  nature,  every  other  two  or  three,  or  four, 
or  forty  difeafes  might  do  the  fame,  and  the  term  fymptom 
would  no  longer  be  of  ufe  in  deferibing  morbid  affections ;  for 
every  fymptom  would  be  a  difeafe,  and  the  feienge  would  be 
involved  in  inextricable  confufion. 
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iefs  fufceptible  of  contagion  than  when  exifting  in 
a  ftate  of  perfed  health,  it  was  not  unreafona* 
ble  to  fuppofe  that  the  infedious  matter  of  Cow- 
pox  might  indifpofe  the  fyftem  for  the  reception 
of  the  particular  contagion  of  Small-pox  :  and  far¬ 
ther,  it  is  not  unreafonable  to  fuppofe,  that  as  the 
influences  of  fuch  fyftematic  affedions  are  only 
temporary,  and  when  they  ceafe,  the  fyftem  reco¬ 
vers  its  fufceptibility  of  the  effed  of  contagion ;  fo 
that  the  infedious  matter  of  Cow-pox  being  re¬ 
gulated  by  the  fame  laws  may  render  thofe  per- 
fons  who  have  been  inoculated  with  it,  unfufcepti- 
ble,  for  a  time,  of  Variolous  contagion ;  but  that 
this  temporary  alteration  may  at  length  give  place 
to  a  different  ftate  of  the  fyftem,  which  fhall  then 
refume  its  fufceptibility  of  that  infedion. 

Analogy  fupports  this  reafoning ;  and  it  may 
be  farther  urged,  that  as  the  influence  of  every  dif- 
eafe  on  the  human  body  muft  depend  on  the  pe¬ 
culiar  condition  of  it  at  the  time,  fo  different  cir- 
cumftances  may  often  contribute  to  extend  or  pro- 
trad  the  preventive  influence  of  Cow-pox,  of 
Swine-pox,  of  Chicken-pox,  of  Pfora,  and  of  other 
difeafes  *,  in  feme  inftances,  and  to  diminifh  or 
contrad  it  in  others.  * 

Thus  the  feeming  difference  between  the  ac~ 


*  Mofelev  on  Lues  Bovilla*  p*  81* 
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count  of  Dr.  Jenner  and  that  of  Mr.  Holt  *  may 
be  reconciled,  without  reforting  to  that  apology 
for  abfurdity,  which,  inftead  of  illuftrating  the 
nature  of  the  difeafe,  has  denominated  it  <c  ex- 
u  centric 

I  muft  now  return  to  the  difficulties  which 
began  to  interrupt  the  progrefs  of  Vaccination, 
notwithflanding  the  favourable  defcription  of  that 
practice  which  had  been  fandioned  by  Dr.  Jen¬ 
ner’s  pen. 

Dr.  Jenner  felt  thefe  difficulties  ;  and,  although 
his  ardour  u  was  J  damped it  was  not  extin-* 
guifhed :  he  foon  publifhed  an  account  of  two 
kinds  of  Cow-pox,  one  denominated  true,  and  the 
other  fpurious  ;  of  which  the  latter  poflefled  “  no 
“  fpecific  power  of  guarding  the  conftitution” 
from  the  Small-pox.  On  this  communication 
being  made  to  the  public,  many  of  Dr.  Jenner’s 
admirers  J  inftantly  concurred  wdth  him ;  and 
being  gifted  with  fecond-jight ,  faw  the  true  and 
fpurious  kinds  moft  diftindly  marked  by  their  re- 
fpedive  charaderiflics.  Some  of  them  found  that 
both  true  and  fpurious  Cow-pox  (as  they  were 

i 

*  See  alfo  the  Pamphlets  of  Mr.  Fermor  and  Mr.  Aiken  \ 
and  the  communications  to  the  Medical  Journal,  by  Mr.  Malim, 

f  Dr.  Jenner’s  fecond  Pamphlet. 

%  Mr,  Dunning, 
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called)  equally  prevented  Small-pox,  at  leaft  for  a 
feafon  :  thefe  faw  with  Dr.  Jenner’s  eyes,  but  over¬ 
looked  the  principal  objetts  of  his  vijion . — Like  an 
old  woman  who,  obferving  fome  of  her  grand¬ 
children  looking  through  a  glafs,  defired  to  know 
what  they  faw : — they  told  her  it  was  a  bird  s 
egg  on  the  roof  of  a  barn  at  a  great  diftance: 
— the  old  woman  wifhed  to  look  through  the  glafs 
alfo  ;  and  having  done  fo  for  fome  time,  was  aft- 
ed  whether  fhe  could  diftinguifh  the  egg? — “  Yes,’# 
faid  fhe,  “  I  fee  the  egg  plain  enough  ;  but  I 
can  not  fee  the  barti .  True  or  falfe,  genuine 
or  fpurious,  is,  however,  of  little  importance  m 
the  fcale  of  argument,  fince  the  multitude  of 
failures  in  efficacy,  and  the  deftru&ive  confe- 
quences  which  have  occurred  from  the  practice  of 
Vaccination,  have  now  marked  its  real character. 

It  is  remarkable  that,  notwithftanding  an  ac¬ 
quaintance  of  many  f  years  with  the  Cow-pox, 


m  Among  many  curious  remarks  on  the  fubje£t  of  Vaccina¬ 
tion,  it  was  faid,  by  a  writer  in  the  Medical  Journal,  that  the 
fpurious  Cow-pox  was  produced  by  putrid  matter ,  although  he 
acknowledged  it  to  be  a  mild  uncontagious  difeafe.  This  learn¬ 
ed  perfon,  I  fear,  had  fcarcely  confidered  what  he  was  writing, 
more  attentively  than  another  zealous  Vaccinator,  who  con¬ 
jectured  that  the  death  of  a  vaccinated  patient  was  occafioned 
fey  the  ufe  of  a  lancet  which,  having  been  employed  a  few  days 
before  for  a  fimilar  purpofe,  had  not  been  perhaps  completely  cleanf- 
fd  from  the  tinge  of  blood  which  adhered  to  it ! 

i  Dr.  Jenner’s  Obfervations  on  Variola  Vaccinse. 
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Dr.  Jenner  did  not  utter  a  Angle  fentence  in  his 
fird  publication  refpeding  its  duplicity  :  and  it  is 
equally  extraordinary  that  as  what  he  has  been 
pleafed  to  call  “  fpurious  Cow-pox’"  muft  have 
been  often  prefented  to  his  obfervation,  he  fhould 
have  been  a  ftranger  to  the  eruptions  which  have 
been  iince  transferred  to  that  difeafe,  although  they 
originally  appeared  before  it  was  known,  or  at 
lead  acknowledged  to  exid. 

The  fad:  that  eruptions  did  appear,  could  not 
be  denied  :  but  it  was  boldly  afferted,  and  obdi- 
nately  maintained,  that  they  were  not  the  confe- 
quences  of  Vaccine  matter  in  its  genuine  date. 

After  fome  time,  however,  frefh  matter  procur¬ 
ed  by  Dr.  Jenner  himself,  and  made  ufe  of  in 
fituations  not  at  all  likely  to  have  been  expofed  to 
Variolous  contagion,  was  found  capable  of  produc¬ 
ing  eruptions ;  and  then,  with  an  ill  grace,  the 
fad  was  reludlantly  admitted \ 

i 

Previoufly,  this  perplexing  fymptom  had  been 

attributed  to  the  Variolous  atmofphere  of  the  Ino- 

\  f 

culation  hofpital,  and  fometimes  attempts  were 
made  to  trace  the  Vaccine  matter  ufed  in  different 
and  remote  parts  of  the  country,  to  that  fource. 
Unfortunately,  the  breed  was  not  well  preferved  : 
for  it  occadonally  happened  that,  when  forty  or 
fifty  perfons  had  been  vaccinated  with  matter  de¬ 
rived  from  the  fame  origin,  fome  were  affeded 
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with  eruptions,  and  fome  were  free  *  from  them  ; 
and  matter  taken  from  the  eruptive  cafes  did  not 
'always  produce  eruptions,  any  more  than  virus 
feledled  from  a  fingle  puftule,  which,  on  the  con¬ 
trary,  as  was  before  obferved,  was  frequently  pro¬ 
ductive  of  a  plentiful  crop  ;  and  even  in  perfons 
who  had  not  been  expofed  to  the  poffible  influ¬ 
ence  of  Small-pox. 

Dr.  Jenner’s  intelligence,  that  there  wrere  two 
kinds  of  Cow-pox,  was  accompanied  by  the  fol¬ 
lowing  elucidation  :« — 44  That  the  virus  of  Cow- 
<c  pox~f  was  liable  to  undergo  progreffive  changes  ; 
44  that  when  it  was  applied  to  the  human  fkin  in 
44  its  degenerated  ftate,  it  would  produce  the  til— 
<4  cerative  effects  in  as  great  a  degree  *s  when  it 
44  was  not  decompofed,  and  fometimes  far  greater  ; 
44  but,  having  loft  its  fpecific  properties,  it  was  in- 
44  capable  of  producing  that  change  upon  the  hu- 
44  man  frame  which  is  requifite  to  render  it  unfuf- 
44  ceptible  of  the  Variolous  contagion. Hence, 
it  was  obvious,  that  all  failures  of  Vaccination,  to 
deftroy  fufceptibility  of  Small-pox,  were  to  be 

*  Mr.  Holt  having  inoculated  many  perfons  with  Vaccine 
matter,  fome  of  them  palled  through  the  difeafe  mildly,  others 
had  eruptions ;  but  the  matter  from  thefe,  in  feveral  inftances, 
produced  the  originally  mild  difeafe.  1  wo  perfons  had  more 
than  an  hundred  puftules  each ;  but  eight  children  inoculated 
from  them,  had  the  difeafe  in  its  miideft  uneruptive  form. 

f  Jenncr  on  the  Origin  of  Vaccine  Inoculation. 
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placed  to  the  account  of  the  fpurious  difeafe  ;  and 
that  the  only  difference  between  the  two  fpecies 
arofe  from  the  period  at  which  virus  was  taken 
from  the  puftule. 

It  muft  be  confefled  that  this  account  was  not 
without  its  difficulties.  If  the  virus  taken  late  in 
the  difeafe  were  capable  of  exciting  the  ulcerative 
or  puftular  action  in  even  a  greater  degree  than 
when  taken  earlier,  how  could  its  deficiency  in 
prefervative  influence  be  accounted  for,  on  any 
known  principle  of  pathological  reafoning  ?  It  was 
directly  contradictory  to  the  experiments  which 
were  made,  in  order  to  afcertain  the  origin  of 
Cow-pox  :  for  matter  taken  from  the  greafe  of  the 
horfe  *  was  found  incapable  of  infecting  either  the 
human  fyftem  or  the  Cow,  when  the  difeafe  was 
only  topical,  and  unaccompanied  by  u  eruptions 
44  and  general  indifpofition.” 

Dr.  Jenner  appears  to  have  entertained  an  opi- 

\  ) 

*  The  greafy  origin  of  the  Cow-pox,  notwithflanding  all  the 
experiments  and  obfervations  of  Dr.  Jenner  and  the  V accina- 
tors,  is  Jlill  doubtful :  but  it  fhall  not  be  my  fault  if  this  import¬ 
ant  fubjeCt  do  not  undergo  a  complete  inveftigation  :  and  I 
entreat  the  reader  to  bear  in  mind,  that  I  ftrongly,  very  flrongly, 
fufpeCt  that  the  difcovery,  to  which  my  inquiries  may  probably 
lead,  will  infinitely  ftrengthen  the  objections  which  the  Public 
and  many  of  the  Faculty  already  feel,  againft  the  introduction  of 
this  truly  bejlial  humour. 

f  Dr.  Loy’s  Account  of  Experiments  on  the  Origin  of  Cow* 
pox5  in  Duncan’s  Annals  of  Medicine  for  1801. 
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riion  fuat  there  was  “a  *  clofe  analogy  between 
“  the  virus  of  Small-pox  and  of  Cow-pox,  fi nee  the 
“  former,  when  taken  from  the  puftule  in  a  far 
“  advanced  ftage  of  the  difeafe,  can  not  be  relied 
“  on  as  effedual but  neither  does  it  then  pro¬ 
duce  fo  great  local  affedion,  nor  by  any  means  fo 
great  ulcerative  or  puftular  adion,  which  have 
been  attributed  to  the  fecondary  matter  of  Cow- 
pox  :  fo  that  in  the  moft  important  particular  the 
fimilarity  is  wanting. 

For  fome  fuch  reafon,  perhaps,  for  I  am  not 
aware  of  a  better,  it  was  hinted  that  the  Cow-pox 
was  only  a  modification  of  Small-pox  -p  which, 
after  pafling  through  different  animals  in  different 
difguifes,  had  at  length  returned  to  mankind  in  a 
far  mildej*  and  more  u  lovely  fhape. 

This  opinion  was,  however,  foon  difeouraged, 
becaufe  of  its  probable  confequences  to  the  prac¬ 
tice  of  Vaccination  ;  for,  if  cherifhed,  it  muft  in 
fome  degree  have  reftrained  the  abufe  which  was 

*  Jenner  On  the  Origin  of  Vaccine  Inoculation. 

t  Dr.  Woodville  concurred  with  Dr.  Jenner  in  this  opinion. 
See  Jenner’s  u  Third  Treatife,”  and  Aiken’s  “  Concife  View 
<c  of  the  Cow-pox.” 

J  Such  expreffions  as  this  are  frequently  to  be  met  with  in 
the  writings  of  the  Vaccinators.  I  hope  I  may  be  forgiven  for 
embellilhing  my  pages  with  any  of  their  literary  elegancies  which 
I  may  have  fufficient  difeernment  to  notice.  See  a  Paper  by 
Dr.  Waterhoufe  of  America  \  another  by  Dr.  Odier  of  Geneva* 
occ.  &c.  ' 

II 
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preparing  to  be  poured  out  againfi  the  Small-pox, 
both  natural  and  artificial. 

Confidering  that  the  true  Cow-pox,  and  the 
affe&ion  which  was  denominated  fpurious,  difFer- 
ed  not  at  all  in  their  nature,  the  diftincUon  of 
pames  appeared  to  me  very  incorreG  ;  and  Dr. 
Pearfon  noticed  the  fame  circumftance,  thinking 
<£  the  impropriety  of  fpeech  manifeft*,  and  the  ufe 
<c  of  jtl}e  terms  fpurious  matter  and  fpurious  Cow- 
€C  pox  in  thofe  who  have,  as  well  as  thofe  who  have 
cc  not  had  the  Vaccine  or  Variola55  incorrect ;  be- 
caufe  they  cc  imply  a  diftindt  and  fpecific  matter.” 

But  Dr.Pearfon,  who  was  not  one  of  “  the  lovers 
fc  of  incomprehenfibiJiiy,”  feemed  defirous  of 
pendering  the  knowledge  of  the  difeafe,  its  nature, 
and  effects,  eafy  and  intelligible  ;  while  many  of 
thofe  who  have  diftinguifhed  themfelves  on  the 
fubject,  feem  ftudioufiy  to  have  affected  a  myfte- 
rious  and  inexplicable  J  ftyle. 

The  method  of  avoiding  fpurious  Cow-pox 
was  faid  to  be  a  due  attention  to  the  period  at 
which  the  virus  was  taken  from  the  puftule ;  and 
**  with  every  frefh  inftance  of  a  fpurious  cafe”  (or, 
in  plain  Englifh,  of  the  Small-pqx  taking  place 
after  Vaccination),  we  u  heard  of  new  inftructions 


*  I)r.  fearfon’s  Statement  of  Evidence,  p.  68. 
f  The  Sceptic. 

^  ??  Who  talk  of  two  forts  of  Cow-pox,  which  never  exifl- 
ft  ed.”  Mofeley  on  Lues  Bov  ilia,  p.  viii. 
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<l  and  cautions  *  in  taking  the  matter,’7  on  which 
the  fuccefs  of  the  practice  was  faid  to  depend. 

But  it  muft  not  be  forgotten  that,  notwithftand- 

ing  the  “  analogy^  which  Dr.  Jenner  had  difcO- 

vered  between  the  virus  of  Small-pox  and  that  of 

Cow-pox ;  notwithftanding  the  reiterated  can** 

tions  fo  zealoufly  and  eagerly  re-echoed  by  the 

“  ardent  Vaccinators  with  eyes  ftarting  out  of 

“  their  heads  j”  when  experiments  were  made 

with  Variolous  matter  in  Ireland  §,  to  afcertain 

whether  Vaccination  had  produced  fecurity  againft 
6 

the  Small-pox  or  not,  the  matter  was  taken  from 
eruptions  in  a  ftate  of  perfect  maturation ;  and 
thefe  experiments  were  called  judicious  and  fatif* 
faSiory ,  for  they  did  not  produce  Small-pox. 

From  the  period  when  eruptions  appeared  after 
Vaccination,  the  friends  of  that  practice  have  been 
obferved  often  to  contradict  themfelves  as  well  as 
each  other.  . 

“  How  eafy,”  exclaimed  Dr.  Jenner,  “  is  the 
“  fcience  of  Vaccination  !”  While  Dr.  Niedt  of 
Berlin,  one  of  his  profeffed  devotees,  complained 

*  Goldfon’s  Cafes.  Introdu&ion,  p.  vii. 

f  Jenner  on  the  Origin  of  Cow-pox. 

J  Cow-pox  Inoculation  no  Security  againft  Small-pox  In* 
fe&ion,  by  W.  Rowley,  M.  D.  The  work  of  a  venerable  and 
experienced  Phyfician,  eminently  diftinguilhed  by  his  humanity, 
integrity,  and  fkill. 

§  By  Dr.  Barry. 


of  the  extreme  difficulty  of  dlftingulfhing  one 
fpecies  of  eruption  from  another.  All  that  was 
written  on  the  fubject  did  not  elucidate  it,  in  the 
fmalleft  degree  : — it  was  a  fubject  on  which,  per¬ 
haps,  no  one  had  thought  clearly ;  and  on  which, 
therefore,  it  was  not  to  be  expected  *  that  he 
fhould  exprefs  himfelf  diflinBly. 

The  criterion  by  which  pra&itioners  were  to 
judge  whether  the  u  true  Cow-pox”  had  taken 
place  fo  as  to  render  the  conftitution  unfufceptible 
of  Variolous  contagion  was  faid,  and  pcjitively 
faid,  to  be  the  occurrence  of  febrile  fymptoms, 
which  were  to  fucceed  to  the  introduction  of  the 

I  »  *  .  I.  X  ~  *  ■  .  J  ’  . ■  '  L  i 

“  true  matter  only,”  for  the  Cow-pox  was  not 
“  in  any  refpeCt  fnnilar  f  to  the  true;”  and  from 
“  its  analogy  J  to  the  virus  of  Small-pox,”  taken 
at  a  late  period  of  the  difeafe,  ought  not  to  have 
produced  more  than  a  local  affection. 

Afterwards,  when  it  was  difcovered  that  matter 
become  quite  opake,  and,  kept  for  a  long  time, 

•  .  *  %  y  t  -  t  4  4  ■  v 

>  ^  j  r-  ' /  .  f  ,  y  * ,  v  r  t , 

*  ((  The  mifchief  of  publifhing  medicinal  books,  written  on 
“  the  authority  of  others,  without  the  power  of  detecting  their 
4t  errors,  is  infinite.1 ”  Mofeley  on  Climate,  p.  130. 

Many  fcvibblers  on  the  fubje&  of  Cow-pox,  in  the  periodical 
prints,  and  even  fome  who  have  written  long  Efiays,  would  have 
done  well  to  attend  to  the  advice  of  Horace — 

u  Sumite  materiam  veltris  qui  feribitis  aequam 
“  ViribufcT 

.  f  Jenner's  Treatife. 

X  Ibid. 
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alfo  produced  febrile  fymptoms,  as  well  as  the  frefh, 
recent,  pellucid  virus  (which,  by  the  bye,  muft 
neceflarily  be  the  cafe,  if  it  did  ever  produce  as 
great  a  degree  of  ulcerative  effect  as  the  latter),  a 
new  rule  of  judging  was  required  :  and  this  rule 
was  found  in  the  Indentation ,  which  was  folemnly 
declared  to  be  an  infallible  proof  of  the  real  Cow- 
pox,  and  of  its  having  fecured  the  fyftem  from 
the  future  influence  of  Variolous  contagion.  In¬ 
dentation  !  which  has  been  io  excellently  and 
fuccefsfully  ridiculed  by  Dr.  Rowley  *.  Indenta¬ 
tion  !  which,  being  the  acknowledged,  the  boafted 
ftamp  p  of  genuine  Cow-pox,  has  proved  its  fallibi¬ 
lity  by  the  numerous  inftances  in  which  it  has 

*  Rowley’s  Cow-Pox  Inoculation  no  Security,  See.  p.  16, 

J7>  35>36- 

t  A  gentleman  lately  informed  me  that  Indentation  was  not 
regarded  as  the  criterion  of  Cow-pox  having  completed  its 
courfe,  at  all  the  Cow-pox  Jlations :  it  may  be  fo,  for  among  the 
various  doctrinal  contradictions  of  thefe  feminaries  of  error,  it 
is  is  extremely  difficult  to  difeover  what  opinions  the  Vaccina¬ 
tors  themfelves  believe  to  be  orthodox : — this  I  know,  that  the 
want  of  Indentation  has  been  gladly  and  vehemently  infilled  on, 
as  a  fufficient  proof  of  Vaccination  having  been  imperfect;  in 
many  inftances  in  which  the  Small-pox  has  taken  place  fubfe- 
quently ; — -by  gentlemen  belonging  to  mojl  of  the  different  In - 
fiiutions.  I  am  forry  to  add,  that  there  have  been  inftances  alfo, 
in  which  the  Indentation ,  notwithftanding  its  evident  appearance , 
has  been  repeatedly  denied. — This  happened  perhaps  from  the 
want  of  King  P heron's  eye-water,  recommended  in  Dr.  Mole- 
ley’s  Treatife,  p,  86. 
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ftill  continued  vifible;  while  thoie  who  bote  about 
them  this  magic  feal,  either  fuffered  all  the  diffi¬ 
culties  and  dangers  of  the  natural  Small-pox,  or 
had  every  fymptom  of  that  difeafe  produced  in  its 
milder  form  by  the  practice  of  Inoculation. 

I  repeat, — it  was  ajferted  that  where  there  was 
no  Indentation  from  the  Vaccine  pultule,  the  dif¬ 
eafe  was  fpurious ;  and  yet  the  very  men  who 
thus  dreamed ,  contended  that  the  fpurious  Cow- 
pox  was  productive  of  the  “  ulcerative  procefs  in 
as  great  a  degree  as  the  true  difeafe  or  even 
*£  greater!” 

Great  reliance  was  placed  on  the  experiments 
of  perfons  not  of  the  medical  profeflion  ;  and  it 
mull  be  confeffed,  that  in  this  refpect  the  writers 
in  favour  of  Vaccination  had  unufual  advantages: 

for,  notwithftanding  the  reiterated  intimations  of 

* 

Dr.  Jenner,  that  Vaccination  ought  to  be  conducted 
with  the  utmofl  caution,  every  province  fwarmed 
with  Vaccinators,  and  even  the  ladies  in  Lanca- 
fhire,  to  ufe  the  words  of  a  certain  enthufiaftic 
writer,  inoculated  “  in  a  mafs 

Among  other  difcoveries  for  which  we  are  in¬ 
debted  to  unmedical  Vaccinators,  was  that  of  the 
occurrence  of  eruptions  in  cohfequence  of  Inocu¬ 
lation  with  Vaccine  matter,  in  perfons  who  were 
rendered  by  the  difeafe  unfufceptible  of  the  Small- 
pox. 

4  Jenner  On  the  Origin  of  Vaccine  Inoculation. 


Thefe  inftances  were  fo  numerous  and  fo  well 
authenticated,  and  it  was  fo  impoffible  for  any 
fufpicion  to  arife  about  the  contamination  of  the 
jnatter,  that  the  fact  of  the  Inoculation  of  true 
Cow-pox  being  capable  of  producing  eruptions 
muft  be  admitted,  or  the  fpurious  difeafe  acknow¬ 
ledged  to  be  productive  of  the  fame  fpecific  effect 
as  the  real  Cow-pox,  which  Dr.  Jenner  *  had 
•  exprefsly  denied- 

Innumerable  fubterfuges  were  reforted  to,  ra¬ 
ther  than  this  ftrong  hold  fhould  be  abandoned,  be- 
caufe  it  was  a  fort  of  rallying  poll  for  all  zealous 
Vaccinators. 

.  '  w 

Some  practitioners  never  “  could  meet  with” 
eruptive  cafes,  which  they  therefore  thought,  never 
could  happen  from  pure,  genuine  matter. 

Appeals  were  made  to  one  gentleman  f  who 
had  vaccinated  great  numbers.  He  met  with  no 
unfuccefsful  cafes,  no  doubts  arofe  in  his  mind ; 
confequently  he  had  not  feen  the  “  fpurious  dif- 
“  eafe.”  No  eruptions  took  place  in  his  practice ; 
no  dangerous  fymptoms  occurred.  After  paffing 
through  the  Cow-pox,  his  patients  were  inoculated 
with  Variolous  matter,  and  were  unfufceptible  of 
its  influence,  then ,  and  according  to  the  reafoning 
of  the  Vaccinators,  ever  would  be  fo :  in  Ihort, 


*  Effay  on  Variola  Vaccinse. 
i  Mr.  Fermor  of  jTufmore.  .  _  % 
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health  and  fraternity  was  the  chorus  of  his  per¬ 
formance. 

Even  wh en  pufules  exaBly  refemhling  the  Vari¬ 
olous,  from  matter  of  Cox-pox,  uncontaminated, 
had  appeared,  and  could  not  be  denied ;  rather 
than  the  favourite  dodrine  flhould  be  relinquifhed, 
it  was  conjectured  that  they  might  have  been  oc- 
cafioned  by  previous  infedion  of  the  Small-pox. 

In  France  it  was  at  firft  hated,  that  many  puf- 
tules  *  took  place  from  Vaccination  ;  afterwards, 
the  eruption  was  faid  to  be  regulated  by  the  num¬ 
ber  of  punctures  f  or  incifions  made  by  the  Vac¬ 
cinator. 

In  America,  where  the  practice  of  Vaccination 
was  performed  in  a  tailor-like  manner  by  needle 
and  thread,  and  although  avowedly  adopted  from 
Dr.  Jenner’s  fuggeftions,  pradifed  in  the  method  J 
mod  difeonfonant  to  his  diredions,  it  was  every 
thing  which  its  belt  friends  could  with.  Whether, 
in  a  country  acknowledged  to  be  half  a  century 
behind  the  reft  of  the  world  in  the  practice  of  Va¬ 
riolous  Inoculation  and  in  the  treatment  of  Small¬ 
pox  ;  where  perfons  attacked  by  this  difeafe  are 
humanely  feparated  from  their  friends,  and  carried 
into  the  middle  of  a  wood  for  the  ben  fit  of  medical 

.  .  ->  »  a  «  ,  v.*  *  .  •»  #  »  •  ;  ~  1  ••  » f  *  ■  / 

*  Aubert’s  Rapport  fur  la  Vaccine. 

f  Colon's  Eflay. 

1  Dr.Waterhoufe’s  Profped  of  exterminating  Small  Ac. 
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attendance ;  where  the  bloody  beacon  of  quaran¬ 
tine  is  thought  confiftent  with  reafon  and  human¬ 
ity;  and  where  Inoculation  is  prohibited  by  law; 
the  practitioners  of  medicine  are  to  be  depended 
on  as  competent  judges  at  firft  fight  of  the  benefit 
and  fecurity  of  Vaccination,  may  perhaps  be  de¬ 
termined  by  thofe  who  have  been  made  acquainted 
with  the  manner  in  which  the  late  Prefident 
Wafhington  departed  from  his  earthly  houfe ! 

In  Geneva,  eruptions  were  obferved  *  in  about 
two  or  three  cafes  in  a  hundred  ;  but  this  was 

*  N 

fuppofed  to  be  dependent  on  the  epidemic  Small¬ 
pox  then  prevailing,  and  which,  perhaps  partaking 
of  the  eccentricity  afcribed  to  the  Cow-pox,  might 
only  attack  two  or  three  in  a  hundred  equally  ex- ' 
pofed  to  it ! 

In  a  few  cafes,  however,  there  Was  a  general 
eruption  of  a  vehicular  fluid,  imagined  to  be  ge¬ 
nuine  Cow-pox  puftules  :  which  is  indeed  highly 
probable ;  becaufe  perfons  inoculated  from  themf 
had  the  true  Cow-pox ! 

in  Gei many  7.  it  feems  that  fome  doubts  were 
entertained,  even  by  the  encouragers  of  Vaccina¬ 
tion,  refpebting  its  being  a  permanent  fecurity.  But 
it  was  recommended  and  profecuted  at  all  hazards. 

Vo  return  to  our  own  country:  fo  many  eruptive 

*  By  Dr.  Odier. 

f  Ibid.  /  ■  " 

$  Stromeyer.  *  .  ■  . 
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cafes  occurred  at  Portfmouth,  that  Mr.  Goldfon  * 
thought  proper  to  publifh  an  account  of  the  ge¬ 
neral  difappointment  of  the  practitioners  in  that 
neighbourhood  :  for  there  not  having  appeared  any 
grounds  for  fufpicion  originally,  refpeCting  the 
matter  employed,  and  the  appearance  of  eruptions 
being  inconliftent  with  Dr.  Jenner’s  account  of 
the  difeafe,  fome  doubts  began  early  to  be  enter¬ 
tained  refpeCting  the  fecurity  of  a  practice  of  which 
the  confequences  feemed  to  have  been  incorrectly 
defcribed. 

Perfons  vaccinated  at  Portfmouth  were  there¬ 
fore  put  to  the  teft,  as  it  was  called,  or  expofed  in 
various  ways  to  the  influence  of  Variolous  conta¬ 
gion  ;  and  fome  of  them  were'  confequently  in¬ 
fected,  and  had  the  Small-pox.  Hence  Mr.  Gold¬ 
fon  took  occaflon  to  recommend  or  propofe  to  a 
fociety  in  London,  “  to  -f*  inftitute  experiments  to 
u  determine  whether  there  be  not  a  limited  period 
u  to  the  prefervative  influence  of  Cow-pox.” 

It  is  really  aflonifliing  what  a  degree  of  vehe¬ 
mence  was  excited  by  this  fuggeftion  ! 

A  -*S 

It  produced  one  of  the  inofc  violent  pamphlets 
which  ever  iflfued  from  the  Britifh  prefs.  Truly 
indeed  it  might  be  laid,  that  bold  and  pofitiveafTertion 
is  too  often  fubftituted  for  argument,  and  clamour 

#  Goldfon’s  “  Cafes,  See.” 

f  Ibid. 


fcf  diidiffion ;  for  in  this,  and  fome  fubfequent  tranf- 
adions  of  indifcreet  *  friends  of  Vaccination,  it  too 
plainly  appeared  that  they  had  forgotten  the  excel¬ 
lent  caution  in  the  ftatutes  of  the  London  College 
of  Phyficians,  of  which  they  have  been  fince  re¬ 
minded  by  Dr.  Mofeley : — “  Si  medici  f  in  diverfas 
“  eant  fententias,  ita  ut  in  eandem  praxin  inter  fe 
confentire  nequeant,  fumma *  tamen  prudentid  et 
“  moderation e  fie  fe  gerunt  in  artis  prsejudicium 
“  non  cedat.”  Inftead  of  confidering  fuch  good 
advice,  infatuation  expanded  itfelf  into  fury,  and 
zeal  was  turned  into  rage. 

It  is  difficult  to  trace,  and  confequently  to  de-. 
fcribe,  the  ftrange  incoherence  J  which  now  feem- 
ed  to  disjoin  every  thing  like  argument  brought 
forward  in  defence  of  Vaccination. 

The  Portfmouth  cafes  had  been  fcarcely  pub- 
lifhed,  when,  in  fpite  of  obftinacy,  prejudice,  and 
zeal,  fome  of  the  beft  friends  of  the  Jennerian 
pradice  were  compelled  to  acknowledge  that  with 
all  their  judgement  and  precaution,  other  perfons 
vaccinated  with  genuine  matter,  and  having  gone 
through  the  difeafe  in  the  completed;  manner,  were 
fubfequently  affeded  by  the  contagion  of  Small¬ 
pox. 

*  “  Peffimum  immicorum  genus  laudentes.”  Tacit. 
f  Stat.  Col.  Reg.  Med.  Lpfld. 

X  To  borrow  part  of  a  fentence  from  Cicero,  “  Nihil  tarn 
abfurdum,  quod  non  dictum  fit  ab  aliquo”  Vacciaatorum. 
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The  fpurious  fort  of  Cow-pox  had  been  dif~ 
covered  and  defcribed  in  vain. 

The  infallible  fafety  of  the  practice  of  Vaccina¬ 
tion  had  been  long  abandoned  ; — that  indeed  was 
a  bantling  ftrangled  in  its  cradle  :  and  here  and 
there  cafes  beg^n  to  appear  of  ferious  and  danger¬ 
ous  difeafes  fubfequent  to  Cow-pox,  and  evidently 
occafioned  by  it. 

Tumefactions;  rough  and  filthy  eruptions  like 
mange  ;  corroding  ulcers  ;  and  impurity  of  the 
blood,  producing  blotches  and  other  cutaneous  af¬ 
fections,  and  sometimes  a  copper-z oloured  eryfipe- 
latous  inflammation  in  children  and  others  who  had 
previoufly  enjoyed  a  ftate  of  uninterrupted  health 
and  vigour,  were  among  the  confequences  of  Vac¬ 
cination. 

All  thefe  difficulties  and  obftacles  following  each 
other  in  rapid  fucceffion,  might  have  been  fuffi- 
cient  to  intimidate  the  moft  valiant  champions  of 
Vaccination. 

The  very  vitals  of  the  practice  were  attacked  ; 
and  it  was  threatened  with  defirudtion,  root  and 
branch. 

One  alone,  of  the  originally  long  lift  of  Cow- 

pox  advantages  remained  undifputed - -its  not 

being  communicable  by  effluvia  ;  and  even  that 
had  been  almoft  gratuitoufly  relinquifhed  :  for  at 
one  time  it  was  contended  for%  and  at  another 
fpoken  againft ;  once  it  was  by  no  means  con- 
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eluded  that  the  difeafe  was  not  infectious  ;  and  it 
was  afterwards  fa  id,  that  Dr.  jenner  had  proved 
that  it  was  not  contagious. 

With  all  thefe  difadvantages  to  encounter,  it 
was  furprifing  to  lee  how  readily  the  determined 
fupporters  *  of  Vaccination  found  excufes  for 
every  error,  vindicated  every  inconfiftency,  and 
prepared  to  alfail  their  antagonifts  with  offenjive 
arguments. 

Vulgar  report  was  eagerly  reforted  to,  in  order 
to  countenance  the  idea  of  Cow-pox  being  a  per¬ 
manent  fecurity  againft  Small-pox.  But  when¬ 
ever  perfons  in  the  lower  claffes  of  fociety  were 
bold  enough  to  enquire  on  what  ground  of  rea- 
foning  or  experience  the  permanent  fecurity  or 
fafety  of  Vaccination  flood, — it  was  faid  that  great 
prejudices  exifted  and  muft  he  overcome. 

Farmers  had  been  known  to  declare,  that  they 
were  fure  they  could  never  catch  the  Small-pox, 
after  having  had  the  Vaccine  difeafe.  Then,  all 
the  venerablenefs  of  tradition  was  held  up  to  the 
admiring  eyes  of  credulity;  and  fuch  reports  were 
regarded  with  as  much  fubmiflion  as  the  fentences 
of  the  Delphic  oracles.  But  when  there  were 
found  among  them  many  who  thought  the  Cow- 
pox  only  a  temporary  fecurity  % — fuch  men  were 

*  "  Its  vehement  advocates  defend  their  poll  ;nch  by  inch  ! 
“  blaming  one  another  for  the  paisfortunes  that  have  happened 
<f  by  their  Vaccinating  activity,” — Rowley  on  Cow  Pox,  p.  63* 
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full  of  Illiterate  prejudices,  and  fuch  teftimotiy 
was  inadmifiible. 

Medical  practitioners  were  heard  to  fay,  that  it 
was  ufelefs  to  attempt  to  infect  patients  with  Va¬ 
riolous  matter  who  had  previoufly  gone  through 
the  Cow-pox  ;  and  doCtrines  fo  coincident  with 
the  feelings  and  withes  of  the  Jennerians  were 
extolled  as  the  perfection  of  human  wifdom.  But 
whenever  doubts  were  entertained,  or  explana¬ 
tions  called  for ;  much  more  when  unfavourable 
cafes  or  counter-proofs  were  brought  forward ; 
neither  learning  nor  experience  *  efcaped  the 
molt  contemptuous  epithets :  fuch  doubts  were 

% 

abfurd  hypothefes,  and  fuch  cafes  were  cavilled 

« 

at  with  all  the  cafuiltry  of  the  molt  brow -beating 
civilian. 

A  fceptical  -j*  practitioner  fiated,  that  a  patient 
who  had  been  lately  vaccinated  with  the  fame  virus 
which  had  not  produced  infufeeptibility  of  the  Small- 

*  Mr.  Stevenfon  of  Kcgworth,  and  Mr.  Maddock  of  Not¬ 
tingham,  can  witnefs  this  ailcrtion. 

Some  of  “  the  wovfhippers  of  the  great  Goddefs”  Vaccina  of 
the  Jennerians  defeended  to  a  ftyle  of  the  lowefl:  vulgarity  and 
the  molt  virulant  invective  :  being  perhaps  too  fmcere  as  well  as 
too  zealous  to  praCtife  that  elegant  diflimulation  which  Pliny 
has  recorded  of  Csefar,  the  fuavity  of  whofe  manner  difguifed 
reproof  under  the  trappjngs  of  praife.  “  Ita  reprehetidit  ut 
“  laudet.”  Plinii,  lib.  iii.  epift.  xii. 

i 

f  Mr.  Goklfon  of  Portfmouth. 
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pox  in  others,  had  alternately  Hept  in  the  fame 
cradle  with  another  child  during  the  progrefs  of 
that  difeafe,  without  receiving  infection : — this 
was  denied  to  be  a  conclufive  experiment.  But 
when  the  very  fame  mode  of  proof  was  on  another 
occafion  reforted  to,  by  an  avowed  *  friend  of 
Vaccination,  it  was  deemed  perfectly  iatisfadtory, 
and  a  ftriking  inftance  of  the  efficacy  of  the 
Cow-pox. 

Various  and  fevere  difeafes  were  obferved  to 
follow  Vaccination  in  conftitutions  which  had  been 
before  perfectly  healthy.  Then,— Vaccination  was 
not  performed  properly  ;  the  matter  was  not  taken, 
carefully ;  it  was  taken  too  early  or  too  late ; 
was  kept  too  hot  f  or  too  cold  ;  or,  peradventure, 
was  not  Cow-pox  matter  at  all.  Thefe  fecondary 
difeafes  were  not  the  confequences  of  Vaccination! 
for  Cows,  whence  the  virus  was  taken,  were 
healthy  animals,  afforded  good  milk  and  good 

beef,  and  from  a  fource  fo  good,  no  eyil  could 
be  derived  ! 

When  eruptions  were  mentioned, — they  could 
not  be  attributed  to  the  Cow-pox :  they  muff  be 
Variolous.  When  matter  taken  from  fuch  puftules 
produced  uneruptive  Cow-pox, — it  was  an  hybrid, 
difeafe,  or  a  mule ,  When,  after  immenfe  alterca- 

'  V 

*  Mr.  Serjeant. 

f  See  Obfervations  on  the  Cow-pox,  by  R.  Squirrel!,  M.  £>« 
A  publication,  the  refuit  of  great  pra&ical  experience,  guided 
by  great  profelhcroal  Icumen, 
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lion,  the  true  Cow-pox  had  at  length  been  acknow¬ 
ledged  capable  of  producing  eruptions  :  by  way  of 
qualifying  that  conceffion,  it  was  aflerted,  that  fuch 
eruptions  were  fo  (lightly  painful  or  troublefome, 
and  lo  foon  dried  up  and  difappeared,  that  they 
could  not  be  confidered  as  forming  any  reafonable 
objedion  to  the  mildnefs  and  fafety  of  the  Jennerian 

i 

practice.  But  when  the  cafe  of  Mr.  Jacobs  of  Briftol 
was  brought  forward  in  oppofition  to  the  original 
dodrine  of  infallible  fecurity,  it  was  contended  that 
the  difeafe  which  he  had  differed  could  not  have 
been  the  Cow-pox  ;  became,  if  he  had  had  even 
two  or  three  “  true  Cow-pox' ’  puftules,  he  wrould 
have  felt  “  lo  much  indifpofition  that  he  would 
u  have  recolleded  it  as  *  long  as  he  lived.” 

When  conftitutional  affedion  took  place  in  a 
greater  degree  than  was  compatible  with  the  mild 
charader  which  had  been  given  of  the  Cow-pox, 
it  was  attributed  to  hard  labour.  When  febrile 
fymptoms  accompanied  the  abforption  of  the  virus 
in  a  young  man — he  had  caught  cold  from  having 
“  imprudently  left  off  a  waiftcoat.” 

In  fhort,  a  ready  excufe  has  always  been  at 
hand  to  palliate  every  unfavourable  fymptom,  and 
to  contradid  every  pofiible  objedion.  The  nature 
of  fuch  excules  is  here  explained. — 

So  eager  were  fome  of  the  Vaccinators  to  encou¬ 
rage  the  Cow-pox  dodrine,  that  not  only  Dr. 


% 


*  Mr,  Henry  Jeuner’s  Addrcfs. 
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Jenners  inftru&ions  were  difregarded,  but  every 
caution  which  found  its  way  into  the  publications 
even  of  the  friends  of  Vaccination  was  cavilled  at*. 
Thus, when  Mr.  Fermor  allowed  that  “  where  the 
“  well-being  of  man  f  is  concerned,  no  precaution 
a  in  reality  can  be  too  great” — this  was  fuppofed 
to  be  furnifhing  the  enemy  with  weapons ;  and 
the  maxim  was  faid  to  be  wrefted  from  its  true 
intent,  and  improperly  made  to  ferve  as  an  excufe 
for  not  adopting  the  practice  of  Vaccination. 

No  errors  have  been  perceived  by  the  Vaccina- 
tors  in  the  arguments,  however  wire-drawn,  which 
were  cited  in  favour  of  Vaccination ;  but  they  have 
been  at  all  times  ready  to  proteft  againft  thofe  which 
may  be  employed  on  the  oppofite  fide. 

The  fafety  and  fecurity  of  Vaccination  having 
been  impeached,  there  were  few  fubordinate  par¬ 
ticulars  in  which  even  Vaccinators  could  agree 
among  themfelves  :  there  was  however  another  J 

*  “  Hoc  tantum  in  rectum  quod  facit  ipse  putat.5* 

f  Fermor  On  Cow-pox. 

f  "  Another,  and  another  Hill,  fucceeds,”  at  which  the  mind 
recoils  with  horror  and  deteftation.  Anonymous  and  incendiary 
letters  have  been  fent  to  thofe  who  dare  to  write  againft  Vacci¬ 
nation.  To  anfwer  productions  wrhich  might  difgrace  the  fouleft 
fiend  of  hell  in  his  fierceft  rage,  is  impoffible.  I  will  therefore, 
only  add  that  in  this  righteous  caufe  (an  effort  to  diminifh  hu¬ 
man  woe)  I  humbly  rely  on  the  prote£tion  of  Divine  Providence, 
againft  the  threats  and  machinations  of  u  envy,  hatred,  malice 
a  and  uncharitablenefs.” 

.  V 

K 
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mode  of  fupporting  the  Jennerian  practice  which 

t 

deferves  moft  ferious  confideration. 

It  has  been  already  dated,  that  the  accounts 
publifhed  of  the  mortality  of  the  inoculated  Small¬ 
pox  have  been  very  incorredt.  They  were  difcord- 
ant  in  numbers ;  but  have  all  agreed  in  mifrepre- 
fenting  a  fafe  and  certain  preventive  of  the  Small¬ 
pox,  as  deftroying  in  general \  many  more  lives  than 
are  facrificed  even  to  the  unfkilfulnefs  and  ignorance 
of  thofe  who  leaft  underjland  that  valuable  practice. 

In  London  * **,  in  the  country,  before  the  Com¬ 
mittee  of  Parliament,  and  even  in  the  fanctuary  f- 
erroneous  notions  and  falfe  calculations  were  pro¬ 
mulgated, 

*  Mortality  of  inoculated  Small-pox  eftimated  by  Dr.  Pearfon 
at  I  in  200:  by  another  Calculator  at  1  in  100.  At  Birming¬ 
ham,  at  I  in  250.  By  Dr.  Bradley  ^nd  Sir  Walter  Farquhar, 
at  1  in  300. 

f  See  Sermons  on  this  fubjeft  by  feveral  hands;  and  the 

Addrefs  from  a  Country  Minifter  to  his  Parifhioners/' 
written  by  the  Rev.  T.  A.  Warren,  and  publifhed  by  the 
Jennerian  Society,  in  which  are  the  following  remarkable  words: 

Some  doubt  the  fecurity  of  Vaccine  Inoculation.  They  have 

**  fears  that  it  is  not,  as  they  fay*  the  right  fort;  and  fome  few 
u  (lories  have  been  told  of  perfons  inoculated  with  the  Cow-pox, 
u  who  afterwards  caught  the  Small-pox.  Neighbours,  depend 
u  upon  it,  that  thefe  (lories  are  in  fome  degree  or  altogether  untrue  /” 
Nothing  ever  equalled  this,  but  the  ribaldry  and  malicious 
falfehoods  which  lately  appeared  in  the  Mont|ily  Magazine. 
This  doughty  champion  has  (ince  confeffed ,  that  fome  infances  of 
SmalBpox  after  Cow-pox  have  really  appeared  l 
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Even  this  unjuftifiable  mode  of  recommending 
Vaccination,  as  it  was  infufficient  to  fubdue  all 
reafomng ,  was  not  enough  to  content  the  “  en- 
thufiaftic  promoters  of  *  Vaccination.” 

The  clangers  of  Inoculation  had  been  multi¬ 
plied  an  hundred-fold  ;  its  fecurity  was  next  to 
be  called  in  queftion. 

It  was  faid,  that  although  a  few  injlances  might 
occur  of  Vaccination  not  proving  a  preventive, 
it  was  at  leaft  as  certain  as  Variolus  Inoculation. 
No  fooner  had  the  hint  been  dropped,  than  cafes 
oi  Small-pox  a  fecond  time  were  prefented,  not 
only  of  Small-pox  after  Inoculation,  but  even  of 
natural  Small-pox  twice  f. 

Dr.  Jenner  himself  exclaims,  “  why  will  | 
not  the  faculty  take  pains  to  let  the  people 
u  know  that  thousands  who  were  inoculated 
with  Variolous  matter,  and  were  fuppofed  to 
w  have  had  the  Small-pox,  have  fince  caught  the 
u  difeafe,  and  had  it  in  good  earnest?”  ‘ 

The  reafon  pernaps  wras,  becaufe  if  the  faculty 

*  Rowley’s  Cow-pox  Inoculation  no  Security,  p.  ay 
f  Medical  and  Phyfical  Journal ;  and  Edinburgh  Pra&ice 
or  Phyfic,  vol.  2,  p.  75.  I3r.  Adams,  in  his  ii  Anfwer  to  all 
Objections  hitherto  made  againft  Cow-pox/’  has  mentioned 
acale  of  Small-pox  a  fecond  time  at  Newbury;  which  he  is 
pleafed  to  parallel  with  the  appearance  of  a  white  negroe ,  or  a 
cow  with  two  heads  ;  but,  I  prefume,  fince  the  publication  of 
Dr.  Rowley’s  lift,  that  Dr.  A.  would  find  it  difficult  to  match  all 
the  cafes  of  Small-pox  after  Vaccination  with  fuch  prodigies  \ 
t  fanner’s  Letter. 
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had  attempted  to  eftablifh  fuch  an  aflertion,  the 
public  would  not  have  believed  it,  unlefs  fup- 

ported  by  faCts ;  which  it  would  have  been  impof- 

» 

fible  to  have  produced. 

It  is  not  to  be  doubted  that  there  may  have 
been  inftances,  perhaps  many,  in  which  inatten¬ 
tion  of  the  operator,  or  the  idiofyncrafy  of  the  pa¬ 
tient,  may  have  prevented  the  Variolous  matter 
ufed  in  Inoculation  from  fo  adding  in  the  fyftem  as 
to  fecure  it  permanently  from  the  Small-pox:  but 
will  this  prove  any  thing  in  favour  of  Vaccination? 

Are  thofe  inconfiderate  practitioners  who  with 
juvenile  ardour  fo  readily  adopted  a  wild  inven¬ 
tion  unexamined  and  unknown,  likely  to  be  more 
cautious  than  others  in  the  mode  of  inoculating 
with  Vaccine  virus  ?  Is  that  virus  in  every  Rate, 
capable  of  guarding  the  conftitution  for  a  fihgle 
hour  againft  the  contagion  of  Small-pox  ?  Are  there 
not  circumflanc.es  of  conflitufional  peculiarity,  or 
of  lyftematic  difeafe,  capable  of  diminifhing  or  in¬ 
interrupting  the  fuppofed  influence  of  “  this  moft 
“  bleffed*  preventive”  ?  Has  not  the  Do&or  ac¬ 
knowledged  the  incaution,  the  rafhnefs,  even  the 
ignorance,  the  glaring  bold  faced  ignorance ,  of 
fome  among  the  faculty  who  have  engaged  in 
Vaccination  ?  Will  it  he  contended,  that  the  village 
curate  and  the  country  fcboolmajler  are  better 
qualified  for  similar  undertakings?  Has  not  great 

*  Cow-pox  fo  named  by  the  Rev.  T.  A.  Warren  1 
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folicitude  been  evinced  to  point  out  the  uncer¬ 
tainty  of  the  effectual  power  of  Vaccine  virus 
taken  at  a  late  period  of  the  difeafe?  Will  any 
“  golden  rule”  be  laid  down  for  the  guide  and 
governance  of  Vaccinators,  which  may  not  equally 
apply,  and  be  equally  applied,  to  thofe  who  ino¬ 
culate  for  the  Small-pox  ?  Have  not  the  preval¬ 
ence  of  certain  circumftances  rendered  Vaccina¬ 
tion  imperfed?  And  will  it  be  denied,  that  the 
fame  reafoning  holds  good  with  regard  to  thofe 
inftances  of  fuppofed  failure  of  Variolous  Inocu¬ 
lation  to  which  Dr.  Jenner  has  (I  am  forry  to 
fay,  triumphantly J  alluded  ? 

But  the  Small-pox  Inoculation  has  paflfed  the 
ordeal  of  experience;— has  been  purified  by  in- 
veftigation — has  been  eftablifhed  on  the  adaman¬ 
tine  rock  of  truth  ! 

Not  even  a  fingle  cafe  well  authenticated  Hands 
upon  record  of  any  perfon  having  had  the  Small¬ 
pox  a  fecond  time  nor  is  there  a  practitioner  now 
living  who  can  fubftantiate  the  contrary  affertion. 

Dr.  Archer,  a  late  eminent  Phyfician  at  the 
head  of  the  Small-pox  Hofpital,  after  having  ino¬ 
culated  twenty  thoufand  without  lofing  j\  one  pa¬ 
tient,  was  aceuftomed  to  challenge  the  production 

i  •  .  i 

*  Rowley’s  Cow-pox  Inoculation  no  Security.  Mofeley  on 
Lues  Boviila.  Squirrel!  on  Cow-pox.  Sutton  and  Dimfdalc  on 
Inoculation.  Lipscomb’s  Vindication  of  Inoculation,  &c. 

.+  See  Dr.  Mofeley’s  Treatife;.  and  Mr.  Sutton’s  Letter  in  the 
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of  any  inftante  in  which  Inoculation  performed 
by  liimfelf  had  been  inefficient :  but  Vaccination 
had  not  then  been  thought  of,  or  many  claimants 
would  probably  have  rufhed  forward  to  fhare  the 
forfeit  of  five  hundred  pounds,  which  the  good  old 
man  publicly  offered  year  after  year. 

Even  if  this  mighty  truth,  the  infallibility  of 
Variolous  Inoculation,  did  i\ot  exift  to  appal  the 
Vaccinators,  many  of  whom  owe  their  own  lives, 
u  the  lives  of  their  waves,  and  the  lives  of  their 
“  children,”  to  the  practice  which  they  grofsly  ca¬ 
lumniate,  the  admiffion  of  the  contrary  would  not 
fupport  their  arguments  in  favour  of  Vaccination. 
So  far  from  being  productive  of  encreafed  confid¬ 
ence  in  the  fecuritv  of  the  Cow-pox,  it  muff  have 
diminifhed  the  dependence  of  every  rational  per- 
fon  on  its  preventive  power ;  for,  if  it  had  been 
true  that  the  fpecihc  contagion  of  Small-pox  itfelf 
could  not  prevent  the  recurrence  of  the  difeafe, 
could  there  be  any  probability  that  a  different  mo¬ 
dification  of  the  fame  contagion,  or  a  contagion 
fpecifically  different  from  it  (in  which  light  foever 
Vaccinators  may  choofe  to  confider  the  matter), 
was  capable  of  producing  fuch  an  effedl  ? 

Before  any  one  had  died  in  confequence  of  Vac¬ 
cination,  the  exultation  of  thofe  who  hoped  and 

Gentleman’s  Mag.  for  Nov.  1805,  in  which  the  latter,  after  hav¬ 
ing  inoculated  more  than  100,000  patients,  defies  the  produCtiofo 
of6  any  cafe  of  Smull-poxj  a  fee  on  d  time. 
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believed  all  things  relative  to  its  advantages,  whe¬ 
ther  poffible  or  impoffible,  and  faw  them  all,  whe¬ 
ther  vijible  or  invijible ,  by  anticipation,  was  un¬ 
bounded.  “  Reafon  * * * §  was  dethroned  and  trampled 
u  under  foot ;  and  the  Englifh  language  expired 
iC  under  the  load  of  Cow-pox  p^ans.” 

The  Cow-pox,”  fays  Dr.Thornton,  a  never  -f- 
<c  destroys  life  !  Glorious  tidings  !  Happy  annun- 

ciation  V*  Sufficiently  fo,  it  feems;  to  have  wiped 
away  the  tears  for  the  lofs  of  a  beloved  child. 
But,  alas  !  how  vain  the  illufion  !  how  futile  the 
confidence  !  a  Heu  J  fpes  abreptas  breves !” 
Others  have  to  mourn  the  melancholy  confe- 
quences  of  the  practice  here  applauded  with  em- 
phafis  fo  ftriking,  and  pathos  fo  energetic  and  af¬ 
fecting.  Others  can  tell  with  what  heart-rending 
difappointment  they  beheld  the  fair  form  of  their 
lovely  infants  disfigured  §  and  polluted ;  thofe 
eyes  which  beamed  in  native  innocence,  and  raifed 

*  See  the  exquifite  ridicule  with  which  Dr.  Mofeley  has 
treated  this  part  of  the  fubjeCt  in  his  Treatife  on  Lues  Bovilla, 

p.  12. 

f  Thornton’s  Fa&s  decifive  in  favour  of  Cow-pox. 

J  Horace. 

§  u - The  deep  racking  pang,  the  ghaftly  form, 

<(  The  lip  pale  quiv’ring  and  the  beamiefs  eye 
No  more  with  ardour  bright,” 
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the  tenderefl  emotions  in  a  fond  parent’s  heart* 
obfcured  irt  putrid  night ;  thofe  downy  rofeate 
cheeks  roughened  by  horrid  and  difgufting 
fears  ;  thofe  little  hands,  whofe  playful  a&ivity 
was  wont  to  afford  fo  much  amufement  and  de¬ 
light,  clafped  in  feverifh  and  convulfive  agony; 
and  that  pure  breath  which  heretofore  might  rival 
the  fragrance  of  the  evening  zephyr,  or  the  breezy 
incenfe  of  the  morning,  now  converted  into  ftreams 
of  offenfive  exhalation  !  Yes,  lovely  infants,  yours 
were  fufferings  which  only  required  to  be  feen, 
and  they  would  inevitably  have  fubdued  all  the 
vaft  and  vain  boafting  with  which  the  difeovery  of 
Vaccination  was  ulhered  into  the  -world  ! 

Neither  reafoning  nor  facts  *,  though  occa- 
fionally  oppofed  to  the  hypothelis  of  the  Vac¬ 
cinators,  made  any  impreffion  on  their  minds ; 
but  they  ftill  perlifted  in  making  the  fame  pre¬ 
miles  the  foundation  of  their  arguments,  which 
had  been  again  and  again  difproved ;  and  conti¬ 
nued  to  draw  the  fame  concluiions  which  had 
been  repeatedly  contradicted. 

Thus,  Mr.  Henry  Jenner  f-,  in  an  Effay  evi- 

I 

*  Befidcs  the  remarks  of  Dr.  Mofeley,  cafes  adverfe  to  the 
Jeimeria n  do&rines  were  publiihed  by  Mr.  Goldion,  Mr.Malim, 
and  others. 

f  Addrefs  to  the  Public  on  the  Advantages  of  Vaccine  Ino¬ 
culation.  \ 
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dently  defigned  to  concentrate  the  principal  ar¬ 
guments  in  favour  of  Cow-pox,  determined, — 
that  Vaccination  does  not  excite  a  difpofi- 
tion  to  any  new  difeafes, — although  it  is  in  fad? 
often  followed  by  ferious  and  fometimes  by  fatal 
morbid  affedtions,  which  clearly  appear  either  to 
have  been  called  into  adtion  by  it,  or  introduced 
with  it  \—fecondly ,  that  it  <c  improves  the  confti- 
“  tution,” — which  never  has  been  proved,  and 
feems  repugnant  to  all  the  rules  of  reafoning  and 
experience:  —  thirdly ,  that  the  Cow-pox  is  never 
fatal  ;  —  although  Dr.  Woodville  had  at  firft, 
and  many  pradtitioners  afterwards,  declared  the 
contrary  fourthly ,  that  no  puftules  66  were  ob- 
u  ferved,” — which  having  frequently  occurred, 
ought  to  have  been  obferved,  and  defcribed  by 
thofe  who  pretended  to  give  the  hifcory  of  the 
Cow-pox  ;  but  who  appear  to  have  been  ignorant 
of  one  of  its  molt  important  fymptoms. 

In  like  manner  Dr.  Thornton’s  *  conclufions 

♦.  < 

were  founded  on  data,  of  which  experience  and 
refledtion  have  fhewn  many  to  be  fallacious  and 
madmiffible  :  on  a  belief  of  the  infallible  fecurity 
of  the  Cow-pox,  which  has  been  difproved ;  on 
the.  idea  of  its  never  being  fatal,  which  is  untrue  ; 
on  the  dodtrine  that  it  would  never  be  accompa¬ 
nied  by  danger,  nor  introduce  morbid  affe&ions, 

\ 

\  ■ 

*  *  ** 

*  Thornton’s  Fa£i$  dccilive  in  favour  of  Cow-pox. 
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which  have  been  found  to  follow  it  frequently f 
and  to  a  dangerous  and  even  deftru£tive  extent. 

It  feemed  to  be  determined,  that  the  natural 
horrors  of  the  Small-pox  fhould  be  even  increafed, 
for  the  purpofe  of  introducing  Vaccination  with 
greater  advantage. 

There  are  few  perfons  who  could  have  fuc- 
ceeded  better  than  Dr.  McDonald  and  Dr.  Thorn¬ 
ton  in  painting  the  diftreffing  fcenes  of  human 
calamity :  but  the  pi&ure  appears  too  highly 
coloured,  when  it  is  afTerted,  that  u  all  the  wars 
<c  throughout  the  world  *  have  never  cut  the 
u  thread  of  fo  many  lives  as  that  inexorable  de- 
u  vourer  of  the  human  race,”  the  Small- pox  rf* : 
and  it  is  to  be  regretted  that  a  writer,  whole  hu¬ 
manity  breathes  in  every  fentence,  fhould  have 
taken  any  opportunity  of  countenancing  the  fa- 
vage  pradiee  of  depopulating  w^ar. 

The  <c  moft  dreadful  X  difeafes  are”  faid  to  be 
u  called  forth  by  Inoculation  but,  left  any  ap- 
prehenfions  for  the  fafety  of  perfons  vaccinated 
fhould  entwine  themfelves  in  this  remark  on  Va¬ 
riolous  infection,  the  notion  of  inoculating  or  en¬ 
grafting  Scrophula  is  called  “  a  vulgar  error.” 
s  f  / 

*  Thornton’s  Fa&s  decifive,  &c.  p.  14. 

4  Dr.  Thornton  has  confefied,  that  what  he  faid  on  the 
fubjedt  of  Small-pox  was  intended  “  as  a  foil  to  fet  forth  the 

advantages”  of  Vaccination*  p.  144. 

X  Ibid.  >  :  , 
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I  muft  beg  leave  to  differ  from  the  learned 
amhor  as  to  the  force  of  his  reafoning  on  this  fub- 

J  ;J°r  U  does  not  aPPear  to  be  either  irrational 
or  difficult  to  imagine  that  two  diftind  kinds  of 

matter  may  be  inferted  at  the  fame  time— one  capa- 
ble  of  immediately  affedting  the  fyftem  the  other 
liable  to  remain  inadtive  (or,  perhaps,  liable  to  be 
re  rained  from  adtion  by  the  influence  of  the 
ormer)  for  a  certain  period,  but  afterwards  power- 
M  enough  not  only  to  affect  the  fyftem  univer- 
lally,  but  even  fatally :  and  I  think  this  idea  beam 
the  impreffion  of  probability  quite  as  ftrongly  as 
the  notion  that  when  Scroplmla  follows  Variolous 
noculation  the  feeds  of  it  muft  have  exifted  previ- 
™jly,  latent  in  the  fyftem.  P 

Among  other  cafes  which  can  be  adduced  in 
fupport  of  this  opinion,  one  might  be  mentioned 
m  the  family  of  a  late  furgeon  at  Winchefter, 

W  °’  at  different  times,  inoculated  his  three  child¬ 
ren.  They  all  went  through  the  Small-pox  fa¬ 
vourably  the  eldeft  and  the  youngeft  remained 
perfectly  healthy  afterwards ;  but  the  other,  a  fine 
little  boy,  in  all  appearance  as  free  from  fcrophu- 
lous  taint  as  his  filters,  foon  exhibited  melancholy 
and  decided  fymptoms  of  that  horrible  difeafe ; 
which,  rapidly  advancing,  affedted  many  of  the 

joints,  and  ultimately  terminated  a  painful  and 
melancholy  exiftence. 

There  not  having  been  even  the  remoteft  reafon 
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to  fufpe.£t  an  hereditary  difpofttion  to  this  difeafe 
in  the  parents  or  their  refpe&ive  anceiiors ;  and 
this  child,  like  the  reft  of  the  family,  having  never 
indicated  fuch  a  conftitution  until  after  inocula¬ 
tion,  it  feemed  not  injudicious  to  fuppofe,  that 
here  Scrophula  was  engrafted  at  the  time  of  Ino¬ 
culation  with  the  Variolous  matter.  Nor  can  I 
altogether  agree  with  the  fame  refpedtable  Phyft- 
cian,  that  the  truly  learned  and  indefatigable  Dr. 
Mead  has  fucceeded  in  confuting  this  doctrine, 
even  in  the  quotation  *  made  from  his  works  by 
Dr.  Thornton ;  for  it  is  only  faid  that  he  “  can 
“  hardly  believe  that  the  feed  of  one  diftemper 
“  ffiould  bring  along  with  it  mixed  the  procrea- 
“  five  matter  of  another,  of  a  nature  quite  difrer- 
“  ent  from  it.”  Now  it  is  certainly  not  more 
difficult  to  believe  the  poffibility  of  fuch  an  event, 
than  that  a  diftemper  of  a  fpecific  kind  can,  by  its 
influence  in  the  fyftem,  excite  or  aroufe  into  action 
the  latent  fparks  of  another  diftemper,  whofe 
action,  when  once  begun,  ffiall  be  totally  different 
from  the  former,  as  well  as  its  nature ;  fo  that  the 
original  queftion  remains  juft  where  Dr.  Mead 
foiled  it  i  and  lie  himfelf  cautions  practitioners 
againft  taking  \ariolous  matter  indifcriminately, 
through  an  evident  fear  of  feme  evil  or  unpleaf- 
ant  confequences  being  the  refult.  Even  at  pre- 

*  *  _  ‘  .  t 

*  Thornton’s  Fads  decifive,  Sec  o' 
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fent  it  is  not  ufual  for  difcreet  practitioners  to 
be  indifferent  whether  they  take  Variolous  matter 
from  a  found  or  an  unfound  perfon  :  although  the 
Jpecies  of  eruption  be  of  no  real  confequence. 

So  much  has  been  faid  by  feme  writers  on  the 
wholefomenefs  *  of  the  Cow’s  milk  ;  the  fweet- 
nefs  of  her  breath ;  the  abundant  nutritivenefs  of 
her  fleih  ;  and  her  freedom  from  difeafes ;  that 
they  appear  to  have  thought  thefe  cireum  fiances 
recommendatory  even  of  contagion :  but,  if  Dr. 

Thornton’s  opinion  be  well  founded,  all  their 

-  > 

eloquence  was  unneceffary. 

It  feems  to  be  the  notion  of  Dr.  Jenner,  that 
“  it  is  not  the  identical  matter  inferted,  which  is 
“  abforbed  into  the  conftitution,  but  that  ■f  which 
“  is  by  fome  peculiar  procefs  in  the  animal  eco~ 
“  nomy  generated  by  it.’*  I  will  not  attempt  to 
puzzle  the  Dodor,  by  afking  how  he  can  prove 

*  Lettfom’s  Obfervations  on  the  Cow-pox.  Thornton's 
Fa&s,  &c.  Adams’s  Anfwer,  See.  ^ 

j-  It  might  be  difficult  to  conceive  what  ufe  could  be  made 
of  fuch  an  hypothecs:  but  the  ingenuity  of  the  Vaccinators 
turned  every  abfurdity  to  account.  In  a  cafe  in  which  the 
progrefs  of  the  Vaccine  difeafe  could  not  be  denied  ;  in  which 
the  indentation  remained  perfectly  vifible  \  and  the  child  was 
acknowledged  by  the  Vaccinator  to  have  fince  had  the  natural 
Small-pox— -the  reafon  affigned  for  this  accident  w  as,  that 
too  much  of  the  matter  in  the  Faccine  pujhile  had  been  taken  away 
for  the  purpofe  of  Inoculation  j  and  thus  the  fufeeptibility  of 
(Small-pox  was  to  be  accounted  for  !  This  is  Cow-pox  reafoning  1 
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this  affertion  ?  although  it  might  be  expected  that 
thole  perfons  to  whofe  opinions  great  refpedt  is 
attached,  would  neither  lightly  nor  inconfiderateiy 
advance  doubtful  doctrines. 

The  bafis  of  the  idea  is  evidently  the  notion 
of  fpafm  maintained  by  the  late  Dr.  Cullen  ;  a 
man  who  has  been  even  more  diftinguifhed  by 
obftinate  perfeverance  in  an  ill-explained  and 
worfe-underftood  theory,  than  by  the  vigorous 
powers  of  an  uncommonly  adtive  and  capacious 
mind. 

The  fchool  of  Cullen,  originally  founded  on 
fanciful  hypothecs,  and  always  at  war  with  de- 
monftration,  either  denied  or  negledted  to  regard 
the  greateft  of  all  modern  difcoveries,  that  of  the 
lymphatics.  The  fenfibility  of  the  living  fibre 
was  fuppofed  to  be  influenced  by  ftimuli  of  dif¬ 
ferent  fpecies  in  a  different  manner ;  and  not  dif- 
cerning  the  fadt  of  abforption,  nor  aware  of  the 
chemical  decompofition  of  fubftances  abforbed,  and 
their  recombination,  every  circumftance  relative 
to  the  corporeal  fundtions,  in  health  and  in  dif- 
cafe,  was  referred  to  the  effedt  of  irritation. 

Since  the  difcovery  of  the  lymphatics,  it  is  be¬ 
come  totally  unneceffary  to  argue  againfi:  the  doc¬ 
trine  of  fpafm  :  it  is  only  furprifing  that  there  are 
perfons  who  ftill  adhere  to  it. 

^  .  -  '4 

It  would  excite  ridicule  even  in  a  very  child  in 
phyfiological  reafoning  who  had  feen  a  fingle  dif- 
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fedion,  if  he  fhould  be  afked  what  contra&ioa 
could  be  excited  by  the  millioneth  part  of  a  grain 
of  matter  infenfible  to  the  touch,  the  hearing,  the 
tafle,  the  fmell,  or  the  fight :  but  he  might  be  able 
to  conceive  a  poffibility  of  effed  from  the  chemi¬ 
cal  combination  even  of  fuch  a  particle  with  the 
fluids  of  a  living  body ;  becauie  he  would  recoi¬ 
led  that  the  odoriferous  parts  of  alparagus  are 
found  to  pervade  the  circulating  fluids,  and  to  be¬ 
come  greatly  increafed  in  poignancy  by  an  inter¬ 
mixture  with  them  :  and  he  would  alfo  remember 
the  penetrating  and  difTufive  odour  of  mufk,  which* 
without  lofing  any  thing  of  its  fenfible  weight* 
will  perfume  the  atmofphere  of  a  thoufand  apart¬ 
ments  ;  the  effed  of  turpentine  applied  to  the 
Ikin  ;  and  of  garlic,  and  many  other  fubftances, 
received  into  the  ftomach. 

4  It  does  not  neceflarily  follow  that  becaufe  in- 
fedious  matter,  as,  for  example,  the  virus  of 
Small-pox  or  Cow-pox,  be  introduced  under  the 
fkin,  it  mufi  be  abforbed ;  for,  in  fome  cafes,  ex¬ 
perience  teaches  us  that  it  is  not  abforbed:  but*  if 
any  particles  of  a  fimilar  nature,  generated  in  the 
part  inoculated,  by  the  procefs  of  fermentation,  or 
in  any  other  manner,  be,  at  any  time,  taken  up 
by  the  lymphatics  and  carried  into  the  blood,  no 
argument  can  poffibly  be  advanced  to  juftify  the 
notion  that  the  “  identical  matter”  originally,  in¬ 
ferred  may  not  Jikewife  be  abforbed  ;  for  that  the 
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former  happens  in  every  inftance  of  eruptive  dif- 
eafes  will  not,  I  prefume,  be  denied. 

While  very  able  pens  were  employed  in  de¬ 
ferring  the  miferi.es  of  the  natural  Small-pox 
with  aggravated  horror,  and  magnifying  the  dan¬ 
gers  of  Inoculation  ;  eloquent  declamations  were 
heard  in  praife  of  Cow-pox ;  the  mod  unreafon- 
able  *  properties  attributed  to  it,  and  the  moft 
fulfome  compliments  bellowed  on  the  immortal  j 
Inventor  of  Vaccination. 

It  may  amufe  the  reader  to  refer  to  fome  of 
thofe  paffages  with  which  the  writings  of  the  Vac¬ 
cinators  abound. 

An  eminent  phyfician  J  before  quoted,  diftin- 
guifhed  by  the  benevolence  of  his  difpofition  and 
the  fedatenefs  of  his  deportment,  not  only  fa¬ 
voured  the  public  and  Dr.  Jenner  with  fome  of 
the  moft  brilliant  fentiments  on  this  fubjedt  which 
have  at  any  time  appeared  in  print,  but  pronounced 
before  a  learned  §  audience  an  oration  even  ftill 
more  remarkable  for  its  fublimity. 

*  It  was  (aid  that  the  Cow-pox  cured  deafnefs,  afthma,  and 
numerous  other  diforders. 

f  Thus  Dr.  Jenner  found  an  eafy  pafiage  to  Immortality, 
contrary  to  the  idea  of  Seneca  in  the  well-known  proverb,— 
“  Non  ad  adftra  mollis  a  terris  via.” 

\  Dr.  John  Cozkley  Lettfom,  F.R.S.  Licentiate  of  the  Royal 
College  of  Phyficians,  and  Phyfician  Extraordinary  to  the  City 
of  London  Lying-in  Hofpital. 

§  The  Medical  Society  of  London, 
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Not  fatisfied  with  applauding  Dr.  Jenner  to  the 
very  ftars  *,  this  grave  phyfician  condefcended  to 
panegyrife  the  Cow ;  and  has  exhibited  a  ftriking 
example  of  the  moft  vivid  fancy,  as  well  as  the 
moft  energetic  ftyle  of  compofition,  and  the  moft 
fafcinating  and  impofing  eloquence.  ic  Of  all 
<c  animals,”  fays  Dr.  Lettfom’s  book,  a  the  Cow 
is  moft  congenial  to  the  habits  of  man:  its 
food  is  fimple ;  its  difeafes  are  few  5  we  are 
“  from  infancy  nourifhed  by  its  milk,  and  its  flefh 
conftitutes  a  large  portion  of  human  aliment ; 
“  and  furely  a  particle  of  matter  extra  died  from 
4C  this  almoji  Jacred  animal \  can  excite  no  difguft 
“  or  rational  idea  of  impurity.” 

Here  let  us  take  breath,  and  reflect  for  a 
moment  on  the  confequences  of  being  feduced 
from  the  track  of  reafon  by  the  firen’s  fong. 
The  fame  fentiment  conveyed  in  the  vulgar  tongue , 
would  not  be  likely  to  miflead  any  one :  the 
blandifhments  of  beauty  are  found  capable  of  de¬ 
ceiving  even  philofophers.  The  domeftic  qualifi¬ 
cations  of  vigilance  and  fidelity  in  the  dog,  do  not 
exempt  the  canine  fpecies  from  that  dreadful  a£* 

*  “  When  Herfchel  fixed  the  fite  of  the  Georgium  Sidus  in 
“  the  great  volume  of  the  heavens/’  (fays  Dr.  Lettfom  in  an 
apoftrophe  to  the  Reviewers),  “  you  raifed  the  theme  of  ardent 
“  praife  to  this  unrivalled  aftronomer;  but  what  is  the  Georgium 
Sidus  in  competition  with  the  Jennerian  difcQvery?’* 

Lettfom/s  Obfervations  on  Cow-Pox. 

M 
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fedion ,  hydrophobia.  The  matchlefs  luftre  of  the 
ferpent’s  fcales  covers  the  moft  deadly  poifon. 
Thofe  virulent  difeafes,  the  greafe  and  the  glanders, 
are  incidental  to  a  noble  animal  whofe  “  neck  is 
*c  clothed  witii  thunder*,  who  rejoiceth  in  ftrength, 
ic  and  the  glory  of  whofe  noftrils  is  terrible.” 
The  horfe,  as  well  as  the  Cow,  is  fed  by  the -herb 
of  the  field,  and  his  drink  is  the  limpid  ftream. 
But  of  what  avail  is  this  confideration  in  the  eye 
of  found  philofophy,  when  the  morbid  influences 
of  contagion  come  in  review  before  it  ? 

When  clinical  experience  fhall  have  .convinced 
the  faculty  in  general,  as  it  has  already  convinced 
many,  that  the  Cow- evil,  the  Cow-mange,  the 
rough  and  deep  and  tedious  ulcerations,  the  decay 
even  of  bones,  and  the  occurrence  of  gangrene 
and  death,  are  fometimes  the  confequences  of  Vac¬ 
cination  ;  what  compensation  can  be  obtained  by 
contemplating  the  fleek  fkin,  or  the  fragrant 
breath,  or  the  cleanly  appearance  of  the  animal 
from  which  thefe  evils  are  derived  ? 

*  s  *  * 

d  <  ’  * 

Look  at  the  numerous  f  inftances  which,  fince 

the  introdudion  of  the  Cow-pox  into  the  human 

/ 

9  Job,  ch.  39.  ver.  it/,  20,  21. 

f  See  440  cafes  in  which  Cow-pox  has  either  failed  in 
producing  unfufceptibility  of  Small-pox,  or  has  been  produ&ite 
of  fhocking  difeafes  or  death,  in  Dr.  Rowley’s  (i  Cow-pox  In- 
ei  oculation  no  Security  againft  Small-pox.” 
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race,  have  been  produced  of  thefe  formidable  and 
diftreffing  maladies  :  and  it  will  be  readily  acknow¬ 
ledged,  that  even  if  thepradice  of  Vaccination  had 
been  an  infallible  fecurity  againft  the  Small-pox, 
its  danger  and  the  difeafes  *  which  follow  it,  would 
be  fufficient  to  deter  every  confiderate  perfon  from 
encouraging  its  introduction.  The  remark,  then,, 
which  cbvioufly  follows  is,  that  neither  the  age 
nor  eloquence,  neither  the  rank  nor  zeal,  of  others 
fliould  fhut  our  eyes  or  lull  our  fenfes  into  an  im¬ 
plicit  confidence  in  any  theory,  however  plaufibly 
or  vehemently  fupported,  while  we  ourfelves  pof- 

%  h  is  of  comparatively  little  importance  whether  the  horrid 
difeafes  which  experience  has  (hewn  us  after  the  Cow-pox,  be 
the  refult  of  morbid  adion  excited  by  the  influence  of  that  difeafe 

in  the  fyflem,  or  fpecific  afFe&ions  introduced  by  the  operation 
of  Vaccinating. 

The  fubjed  is  very  indelicate  and  difgufting,  but  I  am  com¬ 
pelled  to  notice  particularly  o?ie  difeafe  which  has  been  delineated 
in  Dr.  Rowley’s  pamphlet,  and  defcribed  under  the  title  of  the 
Ox-face.  Two  inflances  of  this  nature  have  come  under  my  own 
obfervation  among  numerous  cafes  of  other  morbid  appearances, 
which  were  never  feen  in  the  human  race  before  the  unfortunate 
introduction  of  Vaccination.  In  both  thefe  inftances,  the  de¬ 
formity  was  greatly  heightened  by  a  degree  of  ftrabifmus  which 
feems  to  conftitute  a  chara&eriftic  of  this  Angular  malady ; 
and  forms  a  feature  fo  (hiking,  that  Virgil’s  expreffion  “  taurim 
“  vultu ”  would  immediately  occur  to  the  claffical  obferver,  with¬ 
out  even  referring  to  the  caufe,  or  the  deferiptions  which  may 
have  been  given  of  the  difeafe.  But  the  Medical  Journalifh 
pronounce  it  to  be  a  common  abfeefs !  Poor  men !  they  are^  not 
very  cf a/pea l ! 
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fefs  the  faculties  of  reafoning  and  judgement : 
becaufe,  with  the  beft  intentions  in  the  world, 
men  of  warm  imaginations  are  too  apt  to  be  mif- 
led  by  fpecious  appearances,  and  to  place  an  im¬ 
proper  dependence  on  plaufible  hypothefes,  merely 
becaufe  they  with  them  to  be  true. 

Since  fo  many  unfortunate  events  have  occurred 
to  diminifh  the  reputation  of  the  Cow-pox,  the 
eulogy  pronounced  on  Dr.  Jenner  at  the  Medical 
Society  (and  afterwards  publifhed),  in  which  Dr. 
Lettfom  celebrates  Vaccination  with  the  moft 

N 

hyperbolical  praife,  has  been  lefs  admired  than  be¬ 
fore  5  and  I  would  recommend  it  to  be  laid  bye  on 
the  fame  fhelf  with  the  elaborate  production  of 
his  voluminous  commentator,  for  the  ufe  of  thofe 
twelve  millions  of  poor  fouls  who,  faved  by  the  Jen- 
nerian  difcovery,  are  to  make  their  appearance  *  in 

; 

the  next  century. 

The  ardour  f  with  which  Dr.  Lettfom  feems  to 

*  Dr.  Lettfom  calculated  that  the  c<  Prefervation  by  the  Cow- 
u  pox  would  probably  repeople  thefe  kingdoms  every  century, 
C(  or  give  exiftence  to  twelve  millions  of  people” 

Lettfom’s  Obfervations  on  Cow-Pox. 

•  \ 

f  I  dare  not  often  quote  Reviewers,  but  fhall  for  once  take 
the  liberty  of  detaching  an  excellent  remark  from  its  connection 
with  others  of  a  fomewhat  different  defcription,  in  the  London 
Medical  Review  for  November  1801.  Speaking  of  Dr.  Lett¬ 
fom’s  book,  it  is  juftly  obferved — “  Some  parts  of  this  little 
u  work  are  compofed  with  a  loftinefs  of  ftyle  not  very  well 
c*  fuited  to  the  (implicit/  of  the  fubjedt.  We  can  not  help  wiih- 
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have  been  infpired,  unfortunately  obfcured  his  rea- 
foning  in  as  great  a  degree  as  it  influenced  his  cal¬ 
culations.  Cool  reflection  is  far  better  fuited  to 
argumentation  and  the  mathematics,  than  thofe  vi¬ 
olent  ebullitions  of  the  mind  which  overleap  the 
boundaries  of  compofure  and  fobriety.  Belides, 
real  matter  of  faCt  feldom  requires  the  adventitious 
aid  of  ftudied  eloquence: — it  pleads  its  own 
caufe,  and  fights  its  own  battles  without  borrowed 
weapons: 

<c  Non  eget  Mauris  jaculis* 

Dr.  Lettfom  came  to  the  following  conclufions— 
that  the  Cow-Pox  prevents  acceflion  of  the  moft 
fatal  malady  under  heaven  ;  which  is  fufficiently 
contradicted  by  numerous  faCts  well  known  to  all 
who  do  not  wilfully  fhut  their  eyes  and  refift  the 
teftimony  of  their  own  fenfes  : — that  it  never  had 
been  fatal,  and  that  he  believed  it  never  would  be 
fo;  which  melancholy  experience  has  proved  to 
be  a  dangerous  confidence,  and  a  deceitful  hope  : — 
that  it  leaves  no  blemifh,  and  conveys  no  conftitu- 
tional  difeafe  j  neither  of  which  is  true  : — and  that 
it  is  not  infectious ;  which  laft  qualification,  the 

«  ing  that  the  refpeCtable  author  had  more  uniformly  avoided 
«  thefe  rhetorical  excurfions  which  are  chiefly  applicable  when 
“  an  advocate  is  confcious  that  he  muft  not  confide  in  the  un~ 
«  biafed  reafon  of  his  judges,  and  defires  to  blind  them  by  an 

impafiioned  appeal  to  their  feelings.”  Voh  vii.  p.  307. 

*  Hop*,  lib.  viii,  Od.  ^ii« 
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only  real  advantage,  even  in  perfpeftive,  which  be¬ 
longed  to  it,  is  indeed  valuable  and  important ; 
becaufe  we  are  thus  fecure  from  the  occurrence  of 
the  difeafe,  unlefs  we  wilfully  rufh  into  the  em¬ 
braces  of  this  u  beautiful  *  ftranger,  the  lovely 
“  Vaccina  !” 

Notwithftanding  all  the  praifes  which  Dr.  Lett- 
'  fom  had  lavifhed  on  the  difcovery  of  Vaccination, 
echoed  and  re-echod  by  Dr.  Thornton  and  others  • 

notwithftanding  it  was  faid  that  thoufands  and 

■  —  ^ 

hundreds  of  thoufands  had  been  vaccinated  ;  there 
were  certain  zealous  friends  of  Dr.  Jenner  who 

*  To  prove  the  infatuation  of  the  panegyrifts  of  Vaccination 
(it  is  prefumed  that  abundant  proof  of  their  indifcretion  has  been 
produced  already),  Dr.  Waterhoufe  of  America  converted  the 
term  Cow-pox  into  Kine-pox,  becaufe  it  was  thought  to  found 
“  more  delicate ”  in  tranfatlantic  ears.  Language  was  ranfacked 
to  defcribe  the  appearances  of  the  Cow-pox  puftule.  It  was 
faid  to  refemble  i(  a  flea  bite ,  a  cryflal ,  a  tamarind  flone,  a  pearly 
a  rcfey  a  rofe  without  a  thorn!”  The  veficle  was  u  a  gem  of 
((  ineflimable  value  and  its  fweet  contents,  “  precious  balm !” 
Indeed  it  is  pretty  evident  that  many  of  thefe  writers  were  “  loflf 
as  Dr.  Paterfon  has  been  pleafed  to  exprefs  it,  <c  in  admiration 
u  and  gratitude,”  which  may  account  for  fuch  phrenetic  effufions. 
Dr.  Thornton,  after  panegyrifmg  Dr.  jenner’s  publication,  pro- 
phefied  that  it  u  will  live  in  the  grateful  remembrance  of  polte- 
rity  until  time  fliall  be  no  more.”  If  this  be  true,  pofferity 
mult  improve  in  gratitude  marveloufly,  for  they  (and  even  thofe 
among  them  who  have  tailed  largely  of  its  efficacy)  teem  to  have 
forgotten  in  lefs  than  a  century  the  benevolence  of  Lady  M.W. 
Montague,  whofe  philanthropy,  good  fenfe,  and  noble  example, 
have  fayed  many  thoufands  from  deffrutllom 
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thought  the  /  difcovery  neither  profecuted  with 
fufficient  ardour,  nor  eftimated  with  becoming 
gratitude. 

I  fhould  be  forry  to  fay  any  thing  difrefpedt- 
ful  on  fuch  an  occafion ;  but  it  might  be  afked. 
Where  would  the  admirers  of  Dr.  Jenner,  who 
feem  to  have  been  tremblingly  alive  to  every 
breath  of  public  opinion,  have  defired  that  his 
name  fhould  be  enregiffered  ?  or  with  what  ho¬ 
nours  would  they  decorate  him  ? 

He  has  been  celebrated  as  a  very  Apollo  among 
phyficians;  whofe  penetrating  genius,  indefatigable 
perfeverance,  and  unexampled  liberality,  had  in¬ 
troduced  the  moft  ufeful  and  important  difcovery 
which  ever  graced  the  annals  *  of  fcience.  He 
has  been  hailed  as  the  guardian  -j-  angel  of  France, 
the  faviour  of  England,  and  the  great  benefa&or  t 
of  every  near,  and  every  remote  people. 

The  enlightened  genius  of  a  neighbouring  na¬ 
tion  mingled  his  praifes  with  the  mighty  deeds  of 
her  revolutionary  patriots,  and  enrolled  him  in  the 
brilliant  catalogue  of  new  heroes,  philofophers,  and 
faints.  From  the  Severn  to  the  Gambia ;  “  from 
“  Indus  to  the  Pole from  the  Britifh  Ifles  to 
the  Kamfchatcan  deferts ;  has  his  reputation  been 

*  Mr.  Henry  Jenner’s  Addrefs,  Dr.  Adams’s  Pamphlet,  &c. 
f  Thornton’s  Fads ;  and  Lettfom’s  Oration.  . 
t  “  The  univerfal  benefactor  of  the  human  race.” 


Moreau. 
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wafted  by  the  breath  of  Fame;  and  her  loud  clarion* 
has  difleminated  Vaccination  to  every  different 
caft  of  countenance,  and  every  varied  fhade  of 
complexion,  from  the  fable  tinge  of  the  Serawoolli 
negroe,  to  the  fair  blooming  beauties  of  European 
courts.  Friefts  and  poets,  not  content  to  celebrate' 

the  difcovery  in  eloquent  orations  and  harmonious 

« 

verfe,  have  refumed  the  character  of  prophets  f , 
and  predicted  the  future  J  glories  of  Jenner’s 
deathlefs  name  :  and  though  laft,  not  leaft,  in  this 
refplendent  enumeration,  the  king  and  parliament 
of  Great  Britain  prefented  the  modern  iElculapius 
with  ten  tliouj and  pounds  !  In  fhort,  I  know  not 
what  has  been  withheld  :  for  although,  perhaps, 

*  u  Tartaream  intendit  vocem  ;  qua  protinus  omne 
(t  Contremuit  nemus,  et  fylvae  intonuere  profundae. 

“  Audiit  et  Trivia?  longe  lacus,  audiit  amnis 
ct  Sulfurea  Nar  albus  aqua,  fontefque  Velini.” 

.  Virg.  JEn.  lib.  vii. 

f  The  learned  are  not  to  be  informed  that  Vates  fignifies 
both  a  prophet  and  a  poet :  perhaps  becaufe  prophecies  were 
ufuallv  delivered  in  verfe.  Hence  the  fame  word  has  been  made 

J  * 

alfo  to  denote  a  fwan, — whofe  death  fong,  fo  often  celebrated 
by  the  poets,  might  be  confidered  as  prophetic  of  an  approaching 
end. 

J  “  Deus  benigno  numine  profperet ; 

“  Et  dum  perennis  gloria  Laurese 
“  Infsgnit  Iieroas  Britannos, 
tf  Civica  te  decoret  Corona.” 

/  v 

Vide  Carmen  Alcaicum  ad  Edvardum  Jenner,  M.  D.  Auc- 
tore  Chriltpphero  Anftey  Arm. 
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Incenfe  has  not  been  literally  *  burnt  before  him, 
nor  the  worfhip  of  Adramelech  f  reftored,  learned 
phyficians  and  diftinguifhed  philofophers  “  laid 
their  hand  on  their  mouth'’  when  Jenner  appear¬ 
ed,  and  facrificed  at  the  fhrine  of  his  renown  the 
beft  faculties  of  their  fouls,  their  judgement,  and 
comprehenfion. 

Be  content,  then,  mortal  man,  nor  fuffer  thy 
afpiring  thoughts  to  lead  thee  to  the  giddy  height 
of  proud  ambition’s  dangerous  fteep  :  for  know, 
that  even  when  thou  fhalt  have  furmounted  every 
difficulty  and  paffed  every  danger,  nought  but 
precipices  and  ftorms  furround  thee ;  and  thou  at- 
taineft  the  fatal  fummit  only  to  be  hurled  from 
aloft  into  the  gulph  of  oblivion,  or  the  whirlpool 
of  difappointment. 

.  (  r  »  *  > 

i(  Saepius  ventis  agitatur  ingens 
u  Pinus  et  celfae  graviore  cafu 
s(  Decidunt  terres,  feriuntque  fummos 
t(  Fulgura  montes.”  Hor. 

So  vehement  and  fo  pofitive  were  the  devotees 

of  innovation,  that  in  fpite  of  the  difadvantage  of 

% 

*  Dr.  Moreau  of  Paris  faid,  that  “  if  Dr.  Jenner  had  lived 
c<  in  times  when  the  moll  ufeful  virtues  were  held  in  due  efteem, 

<(  altars  would  have  been  erected  to  him ,  and  he  <uiould  have  been 
“  ivor (hipped”  / 

f  <c  The  Sep'harvites  burnt  their  children  in  fire  to 
and  the  Gods  of  Sepharvaim.”  II.  Kings,  ch.  1 7,  v.  3 1* 

N 
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V  » 

inexperience,  and  the  unreal  fupport  of  a  weak 
and  ineonclufive  theory,  it  was  gravely  afferted, 

that  “  a  man  who  had  perufed  half  what  had 

/ 

been  written  on  this  fubject  by  Dr.  Jenner  alone, 
“  and  continued  a  feeptie,  muft  be  flow  of  faith,  or 
cc  dull  of  comprehenlion.” 

On  this  “  uberrima  fides”  I  will  remark,  that 
if  the  enthufiaftic  promoters  of  Vaccination  had 
fhewn  a  little  more  tendernefs  for  thofe  whom 
they  confidered  weaker  brethren  in  the  profeffion, 
it  might  have  been  more  creditable  to  themfelves. 
Perhaps  it  may  be  the  fault  of  nature  who  has  not 
kindly  beftowed  on  all  of  us  that  intuitive  pene¬ 
tration  which  at  a  fmgle  glance  can  difcern  all  the 
great  myfteries  of  fo  “  eccentric  5  a  difeafe  as  the 
Cow-pox  ;  nor  fo  firmly  implanted  in.  us ,  as  in 
them ,  the  religious  rule  of  walking  “  by  faith  and 
“  not  by  fight  .’’-^Taking  faith  in  the  fulleft  ex¬ 
tent,  and  the  completeft  fenfe  in  which  even  that 
great  champion  of  Vaccination,  Rowland  Hill 
could  defire ;  it  is  only  “  the  fubftance  of  things 
u  hoped  forf  and  “  the  evidence  of  things  not 
“  feenf  Why  then  fhould  rational  creatures  pre¬ 
fer  blind  fubmifiion  to  vifionary  conceits,  before 
deliberate  and  philofophical  inveftigation  ? 

The  fame  erroneous  and  illogical  mode  of  ar¬ 
gumentation  which  pervades  the  writings  of  the 
Vaccinators,  and  has  led  to  falfe  conclufions  on 
every  part  of  the  fubjed  under  difeuffion,  has  alfo 
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given  rife  to  the  vain  confidence  and  ridiculous 
boafting  of  exterminating  the  natural  Small-pox: 
by  means  of  Vaccination. 

There  is  nothing  too  abfurd  for  the  belief  of 
minds  of  a  certain  defcription :  but  even  the 
whimfies  of  *  Paracelfus,  and  the  juggling  tricks 
of  alchemy,  never  promifed  to  their  infatuated  de¬ 
votees  and  adepts  a  more  impracticable,  a  more 
impoffible  -p  refult. 

To  attempt  to  argue  men  out  of  a  favourite 
creed  is,  at  all  times,  a  difficult  tafk  ;  but  when 
that  creed  has  no  foundation  in  reafon,  nor  even 
in  probability,  to  combat  it  would  be  to  fight  a 
fhadow,  and  the  glory  of  the  victory  equal. 

As  feveral  years  have  elapfed  fince  the  promifes 
and  vows  of  the  Vaccinators  were  made  to  extir¬ 
pate  J  Small-pox  from  among  mankind,  without 
affording  even  the  fmalleft  degree  of  probability 

*  Paracelfus  and  feme  of  the  Authors  on  Vaccination  may 
not  very  improperly  be  mentioned  together.  As  a  writer,  the 
former  was  fo  unequal,  that  in  one  page  were  feen  difeoveries 
indicating  a  wonderful  fuperiority  of  genius  and  amazing  pene¬ 
tration  ;  and,  in  the  next,  the  dialed  of  Bedlam.  The  latter 
have  often  deferved  the  cenfure,  but  feldom,  if  ever,  the  ap~ 
plaufe :  theirs  is  frequently  the  dialed;  of  Bedlam,  but  almoR 
never  the  indication  of  great  genius  or  deep  refearch. 

f  Dr.  Mofeley’s  Publication,  Dr.  Rowley’s,  &c. 

\  Their  premature  exultation  and  anticipation  of  imaginary 
delight,  reminds  me  of  two  great  examples  in  modern  hiftory. 
Hugh  Peters,  who  “  rode  triumphing”  before  king  Charles^  and,, 
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that  the  object  would  *  be  accomplifhed,  it  may 
be  prefumed  that,  by  this  time,  they  are  fenfible 
what  kind  of  fpirit  it  was,  which  engendered  the 
u  fpes*f*  incerta  futuri,”  and  “  perfuaded  them  to 
“  prophecy  one  after  this  manner,  and  another 
“  after  that  manner,”  on  the  fubjedt. 

As  to  the  recommendation  which  the  Jennerian 
practice  may  have  derived  from  the  number  or 
celebrity  of  its  advocates,  it  muft  appear  of  fmall 
importance  to  tliofe  who  remember  that  numbers 
neither  conftitute  truth,  nor  juftify  falfe  reafoning. 

It  has  been  pertly  afked  by  the  inconfiderate 
Vaccinators,  on  what  grounds  thofe  who  have 
written  or  fpoken  againft  the  Jennerian  doctrines 

dazzled  with  the  glimmering  light  of  republicanifm  dimly  gleam¬ 
ing  through  a  murky  horizon,  thought  he  could  defcry  its  future 
meridian  blaze,  and  fung  u  the  fong  of  old  Simeon  in  Eng- 
hfh.'  And  in  later  times  another  of  “Salvation’s  finging  birds,” 
who  carolled  the  univerfal  abolition  of  monarchy ;  becaufe  the 
demon  of  difcord  had  fnatched  the  fceptre^  from  the  king  of 
France,  and  deluded  the  fhort-fighted  politicians  of  that  country 
into  the  vain  hope  of  evtrlajling  liberty  :  but  cc  exitus  acta  probat 

*  It  has  been  conje&ured  that,  in  fourteen  years,  u  the 
u  Small-pox  would  be  known  only  by  name  in  this  kingdom 
but,  as  opinions  in  favour  of  Cow-pox  have  been  liable  to  fre¬ 
quent  changes,  perhaps  by  this  time  the  idea  of  extermination 
may  have  given  place  to  more  rational  opinions. 

Mr.  Dunning,  indeed,  was  fo  very  fanguine  as  to  <c  have  no 
“  hefitation  in  faying,  that  the  Small-pox  would  be  expelled  be^ 
a  fore  the  expiration  of  five  years  from  1800.” 

*  Virg.  Alii.  lib.  viii. 
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have  prefumed  to  difpute  the  opinions  of  the  moft 
eminent  of  their  profeffional  brethren  ;  as  if  there 
were  neither  wifdom  nor  integrity  in  any  but 
themfelves  ?  The  anfwer  is  obvious:  becaufe  er¬ 
ror  remains  unchanged  by  the  moft  general  re¬ 
ception  :  becaufe  the  hiftory  of  mankind  furniihes 
us  with  continual  examples  of  infatuation  and 
abfurdity,  leading  captive  the  faculties  of  the  moft 
diftinguifhed  perfons.  But  although  the  wifdom 
of  every  man  who  dare  be  convinced  without  re¬ 
flection  may  be  juftly  doubted  ;  the  integrity  is 
impeached  of  thofe  only  wrho  perfift  in  a  perni¬ 
cious  practice  after  they  have  known  its  deftruc- 
tive  influence. 

If  men  of  *fcience  fo  readily  depart  from  that 
calm,  deliberate,  philofophic  caution,  which  looks 
at  innovation  with  a  fcrutinifmg  and  fufpicious 
eye,  can  it  be  at  all  furprifmg  that  the  rafh  and  the 
unreflecting  join  with  ardour  and  alacrity  in  every 
hazardous  enterprife  and  every  chimerical  projeCt? 

Proteftants  of  the  prefent  day  are  furprifed  that 
the  doCtrine  of  tranlubftantiation  fhould  have  been 

*  Profeffor  Wall  of  Oxford  believed  the  “  efficacy  of  Vacci- 
(S  nation”  on  the  firji  day  he  heard  of  the  difcovery.  Early  habits 
cf  refpeCt  for  this  learned  and  excellent  phyfician,  whom  I  re¬ 
gard  as  a  brilliant  ornament  of  the  medical  profeffion  and  of 
fociety,  make  me  deeply  regret  the  fupport  of  fuch  a  name  to 
any  doubtful  or  premature  fcheme  on  which  the  lives  of  our 
fellow  creatures  depend. 
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fandtioned  by  the  authority  of  millions,  through 
a  long  fucceffion  of  ages  not  totally  deftitute  of 
learning  or  philofophy. 

The  hiftory  of  fuperftition,  independent  of  the 
contents  of  Mofheim,  Sozomen  and  Thomas  Aqui¬ 
nas,  prefents  abundant  inftances  of  abfurdity,  pro¬ 
pagated  with  invincible  ardour,  and  maintained 
with  obftinacy,  even  to  death.  Nor  am  I  more 
inclined  to  think  favourably  of  the  Cow-pox,  after 
having  feen  the  fatal  confequences  of  it,  its  danger, 
and  inefficacy,  becaufe  a  parliamentary  reward  has 
been  obtained  by  the  Difcoverer. 

The  evidence  brought  before  the  Houfe  of 
Commons  could  not  prove  the  permanent  efficacy 
of  a  practice  then  in  its  infancy :  for  “  time  % 
“  and  time  alone,  the  guardian  of  truth,”  could 

t 

eftablifh  thole  fadls  which  were  boldly  and  pre¬ 
maturely  affumed  in  defiance  of  reafon,  and  with¬ 
out  experience. 

If  the  incorredt  ftatement  which  was  made  by 
Dr.  Bradley  and  Sir  Walter  Farquhar  f ,  that  one 
perfon  in  three  hundred  dies  under  Inoculation, 
at  all  influenced  the  Committee  in  their  munifi¬ 
cence,  it  can  only  be  lamented  that  the  wifdom  of 

Parliament  fhould  have  been  again  infulted  as  in 

/  ,  .  \ 

*  Mofeley  On  Lues  Bovilla.  'J- 

t  See  the  Examination  of  the  Phyficians  before  the  Commit¬ 
tee  of  the  honourable  Houfe  of  Commons, 
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the  difcovery  of  nitrous  acid,  and  a  pretended 
folvent  for  the  ftone  ;  in  each  of  which  cafes  a 
greater  *  reward  was  given  for  an  unjuftifiable  in- 
novation  in  medical  practice  than  was  thought  to 
be  deferved  by  that  moil  highly  beneficial,  and 
equally  ingenious  invention,  the  life-boat. 

t 

It  does  not  unfrequently  happen  that  thofe  who 
are  mod;  violent  in  fupport  of  error,  are  the  princi¬ 
pal  caufe  of  its  being  detected  and  expofed  :  never, 
furely,  was  any  axiom  more  capable  of  dired  ap¬ 
plication  than  is  this  to  the  fubjedt  of  Vaccination. 

When  men  overleap  the  boundaries  of  all  rea- 
fon  and  moderation,  and  fay,  if  Vaccination  be  a 
fecurity  againft  Small-pox  'for  ever  fo  Jhort  a  period, 
it  muft  be  for  life :  that  the  infectious  matter  of  an 
eruptive  diieafe  being  inoculated  by  a  deep  incifion 

*  Dr.  Smith,  (I  believe)  £.  j,ooo.  Mrs.  Stevens,  £.  5,ooo. 
Dr.  Jenner,  £.  10,000.  Mr.  Greathead,  for  the  Life-boat, 
Is  •  L.500. 

-1  he  Britifh  fenate  muft  be  fuppofed  to  have  been  fully  per,- 
fuaded  of  the  deftrudive  effeds  of  hops,  before  the  ufe  of  them 
was  prohibited  by  legiflative  authority.  There  is  no  doubt  of 
the  purity  of  motive  in  this  inftanc,e,  as  well  as  in  the  recent  one 
of  Cow-pox :  but  the  fad  is  the  fame  in  both.  The  reafcning 
was  erroneous.  Experience  has  brought  convidion  refpeding 

the  former  ;  it  is  every  day  accumulating  to  produce  it  refped- 
ing  the  latter. 

I  he  literary  frauds  of  Macpherfon  and  Ireland  had  their 
dupes  and  their  defenders  among  the  fludious  and  the  learned  : 
but  time  and  refiedion  have  expofed  the  fallacy  of  the  writers, 
and  the  fallibility  of  their  admirers. 
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will  produce  pufiules,  which  would  not  have  been 
the  cafe  if  it  had  been  more  fuperficially  inferted: 
that  becaufe  the  breath  of  a  cow  is  fragrant  and 
her  flelh  nutritious,  the  virus  generated  in  her 
body  by  morbid  aCtion  can  not  be  productive  of 
mifchievous  confequences ;  and  who  perfift  in  en¬ 
dangering  the  happinefs  and  lives  of  their  fellow 
creatures,  in  defiance  of  reafon  and  faCts : — fhad 
fuch  perfons  as  thefe  charge  others  with  ignorance 
and  blindnefs  becaufe  they  have  not  fufficient 
“  pliability  *  of  fpirit”  to  excufe,  nor  fycophancy 
to  pretend  to  ^dmire  fuch  Gothic  impenetrability 
of  head  and  heart  ?  Rife  up,  common  fenfe,  and 
hear  !  Reafon,  refume  thy  fceptre !  Judge  them , 
and  juftify  thy  children  !  And  if  the  powers  of  lan¬ 
guage  have  not  been  fatally  paralyfed  by  its  mif- 
application  in  praife  of  Cow-pox,  and  in  the  abufe 
of  thofe  who  prudently  oppofe  it,  vouchfafe  to  us 
at  leaft  the  words  of  reprobation,  with  which  fuch 
conduCt  may  be  everlajlingly  condemned ! 

Dr.  Adams  who  has  lately  written  f  in  defence 

t 

.  *  •  V  .  4 

*  Sterne.  ( 

f  Since  thefe  fhects  were  fent  to  the  prefs,  Dr.  Adams  has 
re-publifhed  his  pamphlet,  with  the  addition  of  a  long  ftorv 
about  Job,  and  the  Devil,  and  a  fanatical  preacher,  who  formerly 
anathematifed  Inoculation,  as  fome  fanatical  preachers  have 
$dfo  done  in  later  days. 

After  the  hint  affixed  to  my  “  Vindication  of  Inoculation” 
on  the  fubjed  of  Dr-  Adams’s  former  performance,  I  had  hoped 
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of  Vaccination  appears  to  have  engaged  the  atten¬ 
tion  of  a  very  learned  and  able  opponent ;  in 
whofe  hands,  and  to  the  poignant  feverity  of 
whofe  inimitable  fatire,  I  would  leave  him,  without 

to  have  feen  at  leaf!  fomething  new  from  the  Doctor’s  pen.  I 
did  not  indeed  expedt  that  Dr.  Adams  would  appear  in  the  ar¬ 
mour  of  Achilles  or  with  the  port  of  Mars  ;  but  I  could  not  fup- 
pofe  that  the  phylician  of  the  Small-pox  and  Inoculation  Hofpi- 
tals  would  have  been  content  only  to  inform  the  public  that 
cc  the  Cow-pox  is  more  eafily  underftood  than  the  Small-pox,” 
and  that  he  thinks  the  Small- pox  may  recur  in  the  fame  perfon 
again  and  again  : — -a  notion  rather  antiquated,  as  appears  by 
Etmuller’s  quotation  from  Borellus  refpedding  the  old  woman 
who  having  had  the  Small-pox  feven  times  died  of  it  the  eighth, 
aged  1 1 8.  If  this  be  phyfical  argument  t(  throw  phyflc  to  the 
u  dogs.” 

Surely  we  mud:  not  prefume  that  Dr.  Adams’s  fecond  edition, 
of  a  pretended  Anfwer,  was  merely  defigned  to  attract  the  eye  of 
the  public  to  a  flattering  title-page : — 

tc  - fpargere  voces 

u  In  vulgum  ambiguas !”— 

and  yet  the  complexion  of  the  pamphlet  favours  fuch  an  opinion 
which  is  not  more  creditable  to  the  Doctor  than  to  his  caufe. 

It  would  become  the  Inoculation  Hofpital  to  fet  an  example 
to  the  faculty  of  honeil  candour  \  and  the  minifters  of  that  once 
facred  temple  of  fcience  and  humanity  to  take  the  lead  in  the 
abjuration  of  error.  Inftead  of  clandejlinely  difleminating  the 
Cow-pox  among  poor  unfortunate  perfons  who  apply  at  the 
Hofpital  to  be  inoculated ,  let  them  banifh  that  abominable  difeafe 
from  thofe  hallowed  walls,  for  ever. 

i 

*  Dr.  Mofeley. 
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a  Tingle  remark  in  this  place,  if  the  erroneous  con- 
clufion  to  which  Dr.  Adams  has  been  unfortunate¬ 
ly  led,  had  not  given  rife  to  an  exhortation  which 
every  attentive  obferver,  faithful  to  the  caufe  of 
truth,  is  bound  to  refill  and  repel ; — to  relinquifh 
Small-pox  Inoculation — which  has  u  nothing  to 
££  plead  *  in  its  favour;”  and  adopt  the  practice 
of  Vaccination,  againft  which  “  nothing  can  be 
faid.”  Nothing  to  plead  in  its  favour!  when  its 
fecurity  can  not  be  controverted  ;  when  its  fafety 
can  not  be  doubted;  when  its  facility  of  being  prac- 
tifed  is  moft  intelligible  !  Nothing  to  plead  in  its 
favour  !  when  it  has  been  proved  with  increafing 
benefit  during  a  century,  and  its  nature  has  be¬ 
come  perfectly  underftood  !  Nothing  to  plead  in 
its  favour  !  when  a  noble  inftitution  to  which 
Dr.  Adams  is  no  ftranger;  while  it  was  devoted  to 
the  purpofe  for  which  it  was  originally  intended, 
and  before  it  had  been  prophaned  by  Vaccination 
and  bovine  worfhip,  annually  gave  to  thoufands 
life  and  health. 

To  adopt  the  practice  of  Vaccination,  “  againft 
“  which  nothing  can  be  faid — while  every  day  is 
increafing  the  black  catalogue  of  its  deftrudive  in¬ 
fluence  :  while  every  day  is  difcloling  additional 
evidence  of  its  infecurity,  and  adding  proof  to 
proof  of  the  folly  of  thofe  inconfiderate  perfons 

X  *  ~  ~  .  '  .  .  »  •  •' 

*  Adams’s  Anfwer,  p.  30. 
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who  have  unfortunately  adopted  fo  pernicious  an 
experiment!  Nothing  can  be  faid!  when  the  pub¬ 
lic  mind  has  been  fatisfied  with  found  reafoning 
and  invincible  argument  by  the  humane  and  li¬ 
beral  exertions  of  able,  learned,  and  experienced 
practitioners,  who  have  bade  defiance  equally  to 
the  infane  ravings  of  prejudice  and  the  fcurrilous 
abufe  of  infatuated  ignorance.  But  I  forbear.  Such 
arguments«a$  thofe  in  the  publication  alluded  to, 
can  never  fubdue  u  even  *  one  among  the  nu- 
u  merous  and  formidable  objections  which  the 
iC  cautious  and  the  wife  will  continue  to  urge  in  the 
u  willing  or  unwilling  ears  of  a  deluded  public.”— 
The  queftions  of  fafety  and  fecurity,  as  they  re- 
fpeCt  V ariolous  Inoculation,  were  long  ago  fatis- 
faCtorily  determined :  the  fame  queftions  refpeCting 
Vaccination  were  prematurely  anfwered  in  the 
moft  favourable  manner  •>  but  have  been  Jince 
completely  negatived ,  on  the  authority  of  evidence 
the  moft  pofitive  and  irrefragable,  and  proofs  the 
moft  folid  and  invincible. 

The  period  is  at  length  arrived  when  the  tem¬ 
porary  unfufceptibility  in  fome  inftances  produced 
by  Vaccination  has  terminated.  The  prevalence 
of  Small-pox  epidemically  has  completely  put  to 
the  toft  this  fallacious  experiment :  a  circumftance 

*  Inoculation  for  the  Small-pox  vindicated,  p.  42 . 
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which,  to  the  lafting  honour  of  Dr.  Mofeley,  that 
able  phyfician  *  firft  fuggefted. 

While;  others  were  difgracing  themfelves  by  a 
blind  iubmiflion  to  the  influence  of  novelty,  and 
fuffering  themfelves  to  be  impofed  on,  by  the  glit¬ 
tering  tinfel  of  faihion  and  innovation,  Dr.  Mofe- 
ley  remained  the  firm  friend  of  rational  practice  ; 
and Jlood  alone ,  even  for  years,  f  to  refill  a  formid¬ 
able  phalanx  of  Vaccinators,  with  an  independence 

.  i 

*  Dr.  Willich  ,in  liis  “  Lectures  on  Diet  and  Regimen,”  con¬ 
curred  with  Dr.  Mofeley  in  thinking  that  the  expofure  of  perfons 
v/ho  had  been  vaccinated  to  the  influence  of  Variolotis  effluvia 
was  an  infuflicient  proof  of  the  fecurity  of  Cow-pox  againft 
contagion,  unlefs  the  Small  pox  had  at  the  time  prevailed  epi¬ 
demically. 

f  Dr.  Moieley’s  objections  to  the  fenneria?i  doctrines  were 
publifhed  in  September  1798,  only  two  months  after  the  original 
iuggeltion  of  Dr.  Jenner.  Dr.  Mofeley  proved,  that  “  the  Cow- 
“  pox  could  not  be  a  permanent  fecurity  againft  the  Small-pox  and 
juftly  remarked  that  it  was  then  impoflible  to  forefee  “  the  con- 
“  fequences  oi  introducing  a  beftial  humour  into  the  human 
“  frame.”  The  Do£tor  has  had  many  vehement  opponents  and 
atfwerers ,  of  whom  fome  fcold  and  call  names,  and  others 
threaten  and  rave ;  but  it  is  pleafant  to  obferve  with  what  eafe  and 
compofure  he  wards  off  all  their  blows,  and  with  whatdiftinguifh-' 
ed  lk ill  continues  to  conduct  the  battle.  He  dazzles  their  afto- 
uiftied  fight  by  the  refulgent  fhield  of  wit;  and  while  the  juftice 
of  his  caufe,  the  force  of  his  arguments,  and  the  powers  of  his 
language,  combine  to  form  a  complete  panoply,  the  feeble  darts 
of  his  weak  affailants,  like  old  Priam’s  javelin,  fcarcely  reach  the* 
mark,  or  glance  hannlefsly  againft  his  impenetrable  armour. 
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of  fpirit  deferving  unlverfal  praife  and  imitation, 

and  with  fortitude  worthy  the  brave  veteran  of 
Chelfea. 

Nor  number  nor  example  with  him  wrought 
To  fwerve  from  truth,  or  change  his  conflant  mind 
“  Though  fingle.”  Milton’s  Parad.  Loft. 

At  the  very  time  while  I  am  writing  this  para- 
^iaph,  I  am  hearing  and  receiving  intelligence 
from  various  parts  of  the  country  of  well-authen¬ 
ticated  failures  of  Cow-pox  failures  which  in- 
creaie  in  number  every  day,  and  muft  ultimately 
deftroy  all  the  hopes  oi  the  Vaccinators  and  their 
exteiminating  projects:  it  may  alfo  excite  a  juft 
eompundion  for  that  temerarious  fuggeftion  in 
which  Dr.  Thornton  and  Dr.  Adams  have  hereto¬ 
fore  concurred,  refpeding  an  application  to  parlia¬ 
ment  to  prohibit  Variolous  Inoculation^;  which 
would  be  an  experiment  in  government  as  rafh 
and  perhaps  more  dangerous  than  that  which  thefe 
learned  peifons  have  lately  fandioned  in  the  medi¬ 
cal  department  :  for,  whatever  fhort-fighted  poli¬ 
ticians  may  think  of  it ;  whatever  u  fophifts  and  f 
“  calculators’"  may  promife  to  their  unrefleding 

*  “  Thefe  JeJlmruns  would  ride  with  irrefiftible  fury  over 
“  every  barrier  of  decorum,  and  tread  down  the  helplefs  adver- 
fary  without  mercy,  did  not  feme  bold  adventurer  (to  his  own 
“  hindrance  perhaps)  fometimes  ftep  forth  into  the  ring  with 
“  the  inflrument  of  feverer  dife  inline.” 

f  Burke, 
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devotees,  fucli  an  effort  would  be  as  dangerous,  as 
“  cruel  and  as  arbitrary,  as  compulfory  Inocula- 
44  tion.”  It  would  be  a  fatal  blow  to  facred  liberty 
itfelf ;  to  confign  the  inhabitants  of  the  country  to 
fufferings  and  death  by  a£t  of  parliament  :  it 
would  furpafs  the  mod  arbitrary  and  unconftitu- 
tional  efforts  of  the  moft  tyrannical  times  :  it 
would  be,  to  trample  under  foot  the  deareft  interefts 
of  fociety ;  to  ftab  them  to  the  heart,  and  to  ab¬ 
rogate  its  moft  valued  rights ;  to  enforce  affliction 
by  fupreme  authority  ;  and  to  abolifh  even  the 
ceieflial  principle  of  mercy — the  glorious  ornament 
of  kings— may,  more,  the  richeft,  moft  refplen- 
dent  gem  which  glitters  on  the  diadem  of  the 
Almighty. 

Far  more  defirable  and  far  more  conducive 
would  it  be  to  the  comfort  of  fociety,  to  have  ap¬ 
pealed  to  the  u'ifdom  and  authority  of  parliament, 
if  happily  they  might  be  confijlently  exerted  in 
reftraining  thole  ebullitions  of  phrenetic  zeal  which 
have  of  late  “  blazed  from  the  pulpit,  thundered 
44  from  the  prefs,”  and  difturbed  with  tumultuous 
jargon  the  calmeft  recedes  of  tranquil  fcience  and 
fober  reflection. 

That  caufe  mull  be  bad  indeed  which  depends 
on  force  for  its  fupport  ;  and  poor  would  be  the 
triumph  of  authority  over  reafon,  if,  in  order  to 


*  Thornton’s  FaCts  decifive,  See.  p.  62. 
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convince  men  of  the  juftnefs  of  a  proportion,  it 
ihould  be  enforced  by  fire  and  fword.  Under  fuch 
circumllances,  too,  Vaccination  would  lofe  the  ad¬ 
vantage  of  one  of  its  highly- feafoned  compliments: 
lor  eloquent  applauders  could  no  longer  compare 
its  introduction  to  the  difcreet  and  unobtrufive  me¬ 
thod  by  which  the  bleffings  of  Chriftianity  were 
primarily  announced  to  the  world  :  and  I  fhould 
be  lorry  to  fuppofe  that  there  are  any  even  among 
the  encouragers  of  the  Jennenan  practice  who  look 
to  the  end  propofed  without  a  becoming  regard  ( 
for  the  means  employed. 

Here  I  Ihould  have  clofed  my  remarks :  but 
finding  that  a  iort  of  challenge  has  been  given  to 
the  faculty,  and  to  the  world,  to  produce  a  fmgle 
perfon  wrho  is  not  a  decided  friend  of  Vaccination 
after  having  had  any  experience  in  the  difeafe,  I 
cheerfully  take  up  the  gauntlet ;  and,  without 
waiting  to  feleCt  a  fecond  from  among  a  firm  and 
undaunted  body  of  practitioners  which  I  defcry 
on  every  fide,  eager  to  fupport  the  noble  caufe  of 
fcience  and  of  truth,  anfwer  for  rnyfelf  and  fay— 
my  own  experience  of  the  dreadful  confequences 
of  Vaccination  the  numerous  proofs  which  I 
have  had  an  opportunity  of  invefcigating  ;-^~the 
afflicting  fcenes  which  I  have  perfonally  witnefs- 
ed  ;  not  only  prevent  me  from  being  a  decided 
friend  of  Vaccination,  but  render  me  an  open, 
conftant,  and  confiftent  enemy  to  fo  unneceflary. 
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fo  injurious,  fo  dangerous,  fo  unwarrantable,  fo 
defirudive,  a  practice  : — in  dired  oppofition  to 
all  the  mighty  names  of  thofe  refplendent  conftel- 
lations  in  the  medical  hemifphere,  whofe  malig¬ 
nant  afped  has  been  fo  greatly  dreaded,  and  fo 
awfully  defcribed  : — in  dired  oppofition  to  all  the 
fiimfy  and  all  the  fulminating  efforts  of  fyco- 
phancy  on  the  one  hand,  and  arrogance  on  the 
other  : — in  dired  oppofition  to  “  all  the  *  laugh- 
“  able,  and  all  the  loathfome”  effufions  of  diftem- 
pered  brains  : — in  dired  oppofition  to  all  the  pomp 
of  declamatory  eloquence,  and  all  the  pageantry 
of  profeffional  dignity  ;  all  the  menaces  of  impo¬ 
tent  difappointment,  infuriate  rage,  or  infatuated 
enthufiafm : — in  a  word,  in  dired  oppofition  to 
the  opinions,  arguments,  and  clamour,  of  all  the 
multitudinous  hoft  of  Vaccinators,  their  adher¬ 
ents,  and  admirers. 

From  what  has  been  faid,  it  muft  appear  very 
evident  that  the  judgement  which  has  been  pro¬ 
nounced  in  favour  of  Vaccination  was  premature , 
and  is  tndefenjtble  :  that  the  inoculated  Cow-pox 
is  fometimes  a  fevere  and  dangerous  difeafe,  and 
fometimes  even  fatal:  that  it  is  productive  of 
many  horrid  and  loathfome  fymptoms,  tedious, 
diflreffing,  tind  deftructive  ;  unknown  in  the  hu¬ 
man  conflitution  until  the  unfortunate  and  incau- 

j*.  / 

*  Dr.  Parr. 
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tious  introduction  of  the  Jennerian  practice : — I 
therefore  conclude,  that  the  fafe,  excellent,  and 
well-underftood  practice  of  Small-pox  Inoculation, 
which  always  affords  a  permanent  fecurity  againft 

future  contagion,  is  degraded  even  by  a  comparifon 

*  , 

with  the  Cow-pox,  and  that  Vaccination  ought 
to  be  immediately ,  and  for  ever ,  abandoned. 


Dec.  5,  i8oj. 


G.  L. 
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